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 The current study examined the relationship between depression and uncertainty 
within the stress-diathesis model. Depression is a mental health disorder that is wide 
spread within our society. However, few causes of this disease have been able to be 
identified. Studies in uncertainty have shown that it is a major stressor in day-to-day life. 
Previous research has shown that individuals with high levels of uncertainty show higher 
levels of depression. The stress-diathesis model, a model originally developed to explain 
differences in development of schizophrenia, provides a theoretically meaningful way to 
combine these two concepts. The model states that a person who is likely to develop a 
disease has an internal mechanism, a diathesis, that will be triggered upon presentation of 
a stressor. This study tested the idea that uncertainty can be used as a stressor to activate 
diathesis within an individual, aiding in the prediction of depression. In total, 163 
participants were randomly assigned one of three conditions, an uncertainty threat, an 
affirmation condition, and a control condition. Participants were given pre and post 
independent variable measures of depression and anxiety. Findings suggest that 
uncertainty activated negative emotions differentially within the participants, resulting in 
higher levels of negative affects after the uncertainty threat, especially for participants 
who already scored relatively higher on depression indicators. These results hint at a 
ix 
 
possible understanding of why depression rates and diagnosis rates of mental health 
issues rise during economic downturn and other times of strong uncertainty.   
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FEELING SAD? MAYBE YOU ARE JUST UNCERTAIN! A PREDICTIVE TEST 
FOR DEPRESSION 
 
Introduction and Literature Review 
Depression is a devastating disease that affects 17% to 25% of the population, 
with 9 to 12 percent of men and 20 to 25 percent of women being diagnosed annually 
(Center for Disease Control and Prevention, 2010). It is, according to the Diagnostic and 
Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, fifth edition: 
A depressed mood or a loss of interest or pleasure in daily activity lasting for 
more than two weeks.  This mood must represent a change from the person’s 
baseline. It must impair function in social, occupational, or educational areas. 
There must be five of these nine symptoms presents nearly every day: depressed 
or irritable mood, decreased interest or pleasure in most activities, significant 
weight change or change in appetite, change in sleep patterns, fatigue or loss of 
energy, feelings of worthlessness or guilt, diminished ability to think or 
concentrate, and thoughts of death or suicide. (American Psychiatric Association, 
2013, 396 – 382)  
At some point, everyone will be affected by his/her own, or someone else’s 
depression (Wenzlaff & Bates, 1998). However, 22 % of people believe that depression is 
a weakness (National Mental Health Association, 2007). This indicates that, while 
depression is highly prevalent, people often do not fully understand where it comes from 
or how it is developed. This lack of understanding leads to fear and stigmatization. In 
part, because of this lack of understanding, there is a high rate of relapse reported (Mintz, 
Mintz, Arruda, & Hwang, 1992). Because of this high impact depression has on an 
individual, it is important to understand the background and influences on depression. 
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One way that depression has been identified has been through inventories that measure 
levels of negative emotional states. However, more needs to be done to fully understand 
how depression is developed and manifested over time. Part of understanding the 
influences of depression involves understanding how depression can be treated and 
ultimately defeated.  
Research has shown that cognitive therapy is more successful than 
pharmacotherapy for depression because it confronts the negative thoughts that are a 
major part of depression, and encourages the person to alter those thoughts into more 
constructive or healthy cognitions (Segal, Gemar, & Williams, 1999). This supports the 
theory that one major component of depression is the negative thoughts that are 
developed through past experiences, and reactivated by a negative or stress-inducting 
incident (Metalsky, Halberstadt, & Abramson, 1987; Segal, Shaw, Vella, & Katz, 1992).  
In other words, without the reactivated negative thoughts, the development of depression 
would not happen. Common models of depression development include attributional 
(e.g., Hyde, Mezulis, & Abramson, 2008; Metalksy, Abramson, Seligman, Semmel, & 
Peterson, 1982), biological (Lewinsohn, 1974; Overstreet, Rezvani, & Janowsky, 1992; 
Skinner, 1953) and cognitive foci (e.g. Beck, 2008). However, one of the most studied 
models has been the stress-diathesis model, which combines stressors and preexisting 
vulnerabilities, also known as diatheses.  
 Stress-diathesis models (e.g., Ingram & Luxton, 2005; Walker & Diforio, 1997) 
of depression are probably the best-known approaches that consider the relationship 
between vulnerabilities and depression. In these models, a diathesis is an internal 
mechanism that converts various outside forces into either positive or negative reactions. 
 
 
3 
 
According to these models, the diathesis is hidden during the course of normal cognitive 
behavior but is reactivated when the individual is presented with life stress that is both 
severe and personal (Monroe & Simons, 1991). This type of stress-diathesis model was 
originally developed to explain incongruences in the development of schizophrenia. 
Rosenthal (1963) believed that the interaction of life and personal stressors, and the 
vulnerability an individual had, plus a family history of schizophrenia, was responsible 
for the development and expression of schizophrenic symptoms. One key feature of this 
type of model is that it holds that people who are vulnerable for depression are typically 
indistinguishable from those who are not vulnerable for depression when they are not 
under stress (Monroe & Simons, 1991). The mechanism responsible for depression is 
latent until an external stimulus transforms it into depressive cognitions. Since Rosenthal 
first developed this conceptual model, it has been used in a wide variety of settings, with 
many applications to the study of depression (Beck, 2008; Eberhart, Auerbach, Bigda-
Peyton, & Abela, 2011; Eberhart & Hammen, 2010; Ingram & Luxton, 2005; Metalsky et 
al., 1982; Slavik & Croake, 2006; Wenzlaff & Bates, 1998).  
 In stress-diathesis models, a diathesis is thought to be triggered by a stressor, 
leading to depressive symptoms. The terms “diathesis” and “vulnerability” are often used 
interchangeably. Both are typically conceptualized as a predisposing factor or set of 
factors that make the mentally disordered state possible (Ingram & Luxton, 2005). As 
have others (Eberhart & Hammen, 2010; Luxton, Ingram, & Wenzlaff, 2006; Metalsky et 
al., 1982; Wenzlaff & Bates, 1998), the two terms will also use the two interchangeably 
in this thesis. 
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 Vulnerabilities are thought to include biological, cognitive, and interpersonal 
aspects of an individual’s psychology, and are also considered to be enduring. However, 
this does not preclude the ability for these factors to change (Ingram, Miranda, & Segal, 
1998). Vulnerabilities are believed to remain latent until an outside force causes them to 
manifest, reflecting the important role that stress, as an outside force, plays in the stress-
diathesis model. Without the stressor, the latent vulnerabilities would never manifest into 
a disordered mental state. Of course, in order to understand what will trigger a diathesis, 
it is important to understand what constitutes a stressor.  
There are countless definitions of stress and the minute facets that it encompasses. 
The primary definition of stress is thought to be the occurrence of significant life events 
that are interpreted by the individual as undesirable (Ingram & Luxton, 2005; Lazarus & 
Folkman, 1984; Luthar & Zigler, 1991; Monroe & Peterman, 1988; Monroe & Simons, 
1991). The accumulation of minor stressors (Dohrenwend & Shroud, 1985; Lazarus, 
1998), socioeconomic status, as well as factors such as low maternal educational status or 
ethnic minority group membership (Luthar & Ziglar, 1991) have also been defined as 
types of stress. For the purpose of this study, stress will be defined as minor or major 
undesirable life events that disrupt the maintenance of an individual’s cognitive, 
emotional, and psychological stability.  
Before continuing, another definitional point should be clarified. Many 
researchers use the terms diathesis and vulnerability interchangeably, and some 
researchers use the terms vulnerability and risk interchangeably (Auerbach, Eberhart, & 
Abela, 2010; Bottonari, Roberts, Kelly, Kashdan, & Ciesla, 2007). This thesis takes the 
view (following Ingram & Luxton, 2005) that these are very different. Specifically, a 
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distinction must be made between risk and vulnerability. In stress-diathesis models, risk 
is considered to be the factors that are associated with an increased likelihood of 
experiencing a disorder. However, the concept of risk does not explain why the disorder 
occurs, but rather only indicates an increased possibility of the disorder occurring 
(Ingram & Luxton, 2005). Therefore, risk factors are not informative of the actual cause 
of the disorder, but yield information about whether an individual may or may not have a 
diathesis. For example, gender is a well-established risk factor for many mental disorders, 
but it does not tell us why a particular gender is more likely to experience a certain 
disorder. In other words, a risk factor gives us clues to help us understand if a person is 
vulnerable or has a diathesis that will be triggered upon presentation of a stressor, but it is 
the vulnerability that triggers the disorder, not the risk factor. Another example would be 
that a person’s upbringing and other risk factors may indicate the presence of a diathesis 
or vulnerability, but this does not mean that the risk factor will be the cause of the altered 
cognitive reactions upon presentation of a stressor. In contrast to the concept of risk, the 
concept of vulnerability provides information about why a person is more susceptible to a 
disorder.  
  It is assumed in a stress-diathesis model that both vulnerabilities and stressors 
must be present before depression results. This explains why a person who is presented 
with a stressor may or may not show depressive symptoms, depending on the individual’s 
personal vulnerabilities. If a person has a number of risk factors, such as having already 
experienced depression, having low self-esteem, and caring about the goal that he/she is 
trying to obtain, he/she may be more likely to show depressive symptoms when presented 
with a stressor that threatens his or her goals (Dobson & Dozois, 2011; Kagan, 1972). For 
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example, if a person values good grades in school, and has failed a course in the past, 
he/she is more likely to react to the stressor of the prospect of more bad grades. Risk 
factors such as previous depressive episodes and the emotional value of goals, in 
combination with a stressor, such as a bad grade, make the individual more likely to be 
vulnerable and depressive symptoms more likely to present themselves within the 
individual. There have been many theories about the mechanisms that cause this to 
happen. 
Studies have found that pessimistic explanatory style, (Peterson, Seligman, & 
Vaillant, 1998), internalization of interpersonal adversity, (Gazelle & Ladd, 2003), and 
biological factors, (Owens & Nemeroff, 1994; Risch & Nemeroff, 1992) can all be 
considered diatheses. In each of these cases, an internal diathesis affects the interpretation 
of, or response to, external factors. These diatheses are further explained below.   
Pessimistic explanatory style is a theory of how an individual explains the cause 
of an action or outcome, thereby affecting the behavior and thought (Gillham, Shatte, 
Reivich, & Seligman, 2001; Harvey & Weary, 1984). Often, individuals see the cause of 
negative events as stable (will never change) vs. unstable (have the capacity to change), 
global (apply to everything) vs. specific (only apply to certain things), and internal 
(personal) vs. external (outside forces are affecting it); (Jackson, Sellers, & Peterson, 
2002; Metalsky et al., 1982). Individuals who have pessimistic explanatory style show 
greater levels of negative self-assessment (“I do not feel worthy,” “I cannot accomplish 
anything”) when exposed to stressors (Jackson et al., 2002; Metalsky et al., 1982). 
Interpersonal adversity has been shown to impede the development of healthy 
relationships within children and the development of peer relations (Gazelle & Ladd, 
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2003). A combination of peer exclusion and the vulnerability of anxious solitude can lead 
to depressive symptoms (Gazelle & Ladd, 2003). Gazelle and Ladd (2003) showed that 
children often internalize the anxiety of being alone, especially when peers exclude a 
child. Children often self-blame and, in turn, generalize their negative self-assessments 
onto other aspects of their lives. This internalization of anxiety, manifested in the 
negative self-assessments, for the purposes of this study by Gazelle and Ladd (2003), was 
defined as the diathesis, and the peer exclusion was identified as the stressor. Results of 
this study indicated that, beginning with the relationships between parent and child, the 
way that a child develops and internalizes interpersonal relationships has the potential to 
lead to depressive symptoms later in life. It was shown that the interpersonal adversities 
that are built up and internalized have the potential to lead to depression, far beyond the 
potential of a simple stressor. Renken, Egeland, Marvinney, Mangelsdorf, and Sroufe, 
(1989) showed similar results, indicating that adversities early in life have the potential to 
build upon themselves and have a greater effect than a one-time stressor. It is clear that 
repeated stressful events will increase the likelihood of depression. In this case, the 
diathesis was attributional style.   
 Serotonin production has also been shown to be linked to depression rates (Airan 
et al., 2007), with higher serotonin production being correlated with lower rates of 
depression. Airan et al. (2007) showed, through neuroimaging, that the levels of serotonin 
were highly (negatively) correlated with the levels of depression. Because of this 
correlation, it is feasible to believe that the biological aspect of depression cannot be 
completely ignored or be replaced by cognitive processes. However, it is important to 
note that, even with lower serotonin levels, a cognitive diathesis is thought to be needed 
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to provoke the depression (Hammen, 2005). This is a connection that many researchers 
have explored before (Abramson, Alloy, & Metalsky, 1988; Alloy, 1988; Haaga, Dyck, 
& Ernst, 1991; Hilsman & Garber 1995; Lewinsohn, Joiner, & Rohde, 2001).      
Some of the early models also made this connection between depression and 
internal cognitive processes. For example, Beck believed that depression was a 
behavioral response to dysfunctional thinking (Beck, 2002; Braff & Beck, 1974). He 
believed that, to change the behavior, the individual needed first to understand the 
dysfunctional thinking (Beck, 2002; Braff & Beck, 1974). These ingrained thoughts that 
Beck believed were the cause of the dysfunctional behaviors could be considered a 
diathesis by more modern standards. Consistent with the above definition, the 
maladaptive thoughts are typically not manifested until provoked by a stressor of some 
sort, they are constant but have the ability to change, and they can be detrimental to the 
individual.  
Although there exist a variety of diatheses, all of these theoretically require some 
stressor to activate them and cause depression. As noted, stressors can include a major 
life change, a death of a loved one, or a transition into a different stage of life such as 
retirement, among many others (Banks & Kerns, 1996; Hilsman & Garber, 1995; Monroe 
& Simons, 1991). Under this theory, the risk factors are the outside forces that have 
happened to a person (i.e., the death of a loved one, teasing as a child, etc.), but how a 
person internalizes it (i.e., the low self-appraisal) is what, in turn, becomes the diathesis 
or vulnerability to depression (Haaga et al., 1991; Ingram et al., 1998; Wenzlaff, 1993).   
Theoretically, a wide variety of stressors would be able to activate latent diatheses 
and trigger depression symptoms. A number of investigators have shown that these 
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diatheses can be activated in the laboratory. For instance, it has been shown that priming 
negative mood states activates negative thoughts in vulnerable individuals (Ingram et al., 
1998). These lab manipulations are designed to mimic the real-world conditions that lead 
to depression. For example, if a person has gone through depression before and has 
expressed low self-esteem (risk factor) and a pessimistic outlook (diathesis) and then is 
subjected to an appropriate stressor, the individual is more likely to re-engage in the 
depressive actions and thoughts.  
This is supported by the findings of previous correlational studies. For instance, in 
a study conducted by Eberhart et al. (2011), maladaptive schemas were used as a 
predictor of depressive symptoms and dependent interpersonal stress (e.g., stress because 
of the lack of healthy peer relationships) within a stress-diathesis model. Using a six-
week time frame, the examiners measured the level of hassles and the level of depression 
in each participant using the Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D; 
Radloff, 1977), the General Hassles Scale for Students (GHSS; Kohn, Lafreniere, & 
Gurevich, 1990), and the Young Schema - Short Form (YSQ; Young, 1998). The 
researchers found that the higher the number of maladaptive schemas, the higher the level 
of depressive symptoms in reaction to daily hassles (Eberhart et al., 2011). This indicates 
that the maladaptive schemas, an internal diathesis, were impacting the perception of 
general hassles in college age women.  
In some cases, diathesis can be manifested in interpersonal dynamics. In one 
study, attachment, reassurance seeking, and dependency were examined in college-age 
women (Eberhart & Hammen, 2010). Results of this study indicated that individuals with 
high depressive symptoms often report high dependence and need for interpersonal 
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assurance levels. It also showed that these levels often extend into romantic relationships, 
and continue even if the depressive symptoms are absent.  This suggests that the 
vulnerability mechanism that elicits this depressive mood involves, in part, the high 
levels of dependency within interpersonal style.   
 One stressor that has not received much attention, especially in laboratory studies, 
is uncertainty. Uncertainty is a powerful threat. A variety of theorists have argued that 
uncertainty-reduction is an important human motive. For example, Guinote (2007), 
Heider (1958), Kagan (1972), and Weary and Edwards (1994) indicate that uncertainty is 
a primary drive for human behavior. They believe that uncertainty is ever-present within 
our society, and that we use various techniques to resolve or attenuate uncertainty. We, as 
humans, seek out reasoning and justification for every event, and, when confronted with 
an event that does not conform to our preconceived reasons, we search for other 
justifications to lessen the stress that we experience with uncertainty (Weary & Edwards, 
1994). When we are uncertain, we seek out additional information to help us put the 
pieces together, but when we are unable to give reason to the uncertainty, we become 
stressed and anxious (Berlyne, 1962; Festinger, 1954; Hogg, 2005; Kagan, 1972). 
Research demonstrates that depression levels tend to be higher among people who 
chronically experience uncertainty about why things happen (Gleicher & Weary, 1991; 
Weisz, Sweeney, Proffitt, & Carr, 1993). In the Gleicher and Weary (1991) article, the 
researchers showed that participants who were depressed experienced less certainty and 
confidence about impressions that were formed after viewing an actor performing an 
achievement task. This indicates that the connection between forming impressions and 
functioning in a new environment is highly influenced by levels of depression, and that 
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there is a strong connection between depression and uncertainty. Connected to this idea, 
the study by Weisz et al. (1993) illustrated that higher levels of loss of control and 
uncertainty are positively correlated with higher levels of depression in children.  
 The purpose of this study was to examine how uncertainty, as a temporary 
stressor, could trigger existing diatheses and cause increases in depression symptoms 
among at-risk individuals. Previous theory, along with findings showing that mild to 
moderate depression is associated with uncertainty about why things happen (Weary & 
Edwards, 1996), suggests that uncertainty is likely to trigger symptoms of depression in 
people who are at risk to develop depression. In this study, depression symptomology and 
diatheses were measured both before and after an uncertainty threat, a self-affirmation 
task (Steele, 1988), or a control condition where the participants were not placed under 
any threat or affirmation, only asked to describe a simple task. It is expected that, relative 
to the other conditions, the uncertainty threat would increase diathesis levels, and 
possibly depression symptomology as well.  
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Method 
Participants 
 The sample consisted of 163 undergraduate college students enrolled in 
psychology courses at Western Kentucky University. Previous research has shown that 
the measures used in this study correlated at least .35 to.40 with each other (Beevers, 
Strong, Meyer, Pilkonis, & Miller, 2007; Gros, Antony, Simms, & McCabe, 2007; Stulz 
& Crits-Christoph, 2010). To detect this strength of correlation with a power of .80, 46 
people were needed in each condition. Students participated in the study in order to fulfill 
their Study Board requirements for class, or for extra credit in their courses. Students 
completed the measures online using Qualtrics Survey Software. This allowed the 
students to complete the measures when they were able to, and increased the number of 
available participants.  
Measures 
Depression. The Beck Depression Inventory (BDI; Beck, Ward, Mendelson, 
Mack, & Erbaugh, 1961), which measures the intensity of depression, was used as the 
initial measure before the uncertainty prime. The questions administered were derived 
from the clinical diagnostic criteria of depression from the Diagnostic and Statistical 
Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM).  The BDI is a self-report questionnaire that has 21 
statements, and the user is asked to score these statements in relation to how he or she felt 
in the past two weeks including the day the measure is completed. The score ranges from 
0 to 3 for each statement, with a maximum score of 63 for the entire inventory. Sample 
items include “I feel I have failed more than the average person,” and “I expect to be 
punished.” It has been shown that the BDI helps understand the level of depression that is 
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being experienced by the client (Beck, Ward, & Mendelson, 1961). The BDI has a one - 
year test-retest reliability of .60 (Jo, Park, Jo, Ryu, & Han, 2007) and an internal 
consistency reliability of .88 (Bonilla, Bernal, Santos, & Santos, 2004). (See Appendix A 
for this measure) 
The Center for Epidemiological Studies Depression Scale (CES-D; Radloff; 
1977) was used to measure depression symptoms after the uncertainty threat. The 
measure taps into several components of depression. They include: depressed mood, 
feelings of guilt and worthlessness, feelings of helplessness and hopelessness, 
psychomotor retardation, loss of appetite and sleep disturbance (Radloff, 1977). The 
CES-D includes items such as “I was happy,” or “I felt that people dislike me” and 
participants respond on a scale indicating how many days of the past week they have felt 
this way. Response options include 1: “Rarely or none of the time,” 2: “Some or a little of 
the time,” 3: “Occasionally or a moderate amount of time” and 4: “Most or all of the 
time.” This scale has an eight-week test-retest reliability of .59 (Radloff, 1977), and a six-
month test-retest reliability value of .54. Cronbach’s Alpha as reported by Radloff ranged 
from .84 to .90, across four different samples. This scale has been shown to correlate with 
clinician’s ratings of depression severity and with other measures such as the Hamilton 
Clinician’s Ratings scale (r = .69) and Raskin Rating Scale (r = .54). While this measure 
does not diagnose depression, it makes the user aware of the level of depression 
symptomology with a concentration on the depressed mood component (Radloff, 1977). 
Because this measure tests the current level of depressive symptomology, with an 
emphasis on the affective component, it was expected to be sensitive to the effects of the 
uncertainty threat on an individual, and any depression symptoms that were elicited. 
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Because it is highly correlated with other depression inventories, this scale was thought to 
be a good measure to use in conjunction with the BDI, which was presented before 
participants completed the uncertainty threat or one of the control condition 
manipulations. (See Appendix B for the scale items) 
To help identify changes in affect, the Positive and Negative Affect Schedule – 
Expanded Form (PANAS – X; Watson & Clark, 1994) was used. The PANAS – X 
measures positive and negative affect, in which the participant is asked to indicate how 
intensely certain emotions are experienced during a specific range of time. This ranges 
from 1 (very slightly or not at all) to 5 (extremely). Positive affect reflects the extent to 
which a person feels enthusiastic, active, and alert, while negative affect is a general 
dimension of subjective distress and unpleasurable engagement that indicates aversive 
moods including anger, contempt, disgust, and nervousness (Watson, Clark, & Tellegen 
1988). Internal consistency alphas are high, ranging from .83 to .90 (Watson & Clark, 
1994). Over an eight week interval the test-retest coefficients have been shown to range 
from .68 to .71 (Watson et al., 1988). The PANAS-X further contains the following 
subscales: Negative Affect, Positive Affect, Fear, Hostility, Guilt, Sadness, Active Fear, 
Active Nervousness, Active Hostile, Joviality, Self-Assurance, Attentiveness, Shyness, 
Fatigue, Serene, and Surprise. For the purpose of this thesis, both general positive and 
negative affect, as well as the subscales, were examined (see Appendix C for these 
measures). 
Dysfunctional Attitudes Diathesis Measure. The central idea of the cognitive 
behavioral theory of depression is that dysfunctional attitudes are a critical part in the 
development of depression (Beck, Rush, Shaw, & Emery, 1979). To measure this, the 
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Dysfunctional Attitude Scale (DAS; Weissman, 1979) was used. This measure helped 
determine whether the participant was already predisposed to dysfunctional attitudes, 
which in turn would make him/her more susceptible to depression and the uncertainty 
threats that were presented (Alloy et al., 2006). The DAS is a self-report scale that 
consists of statements that are rated on a seven - point Likert scale, from 7 (fully agree) 
to1 (fully disagree). The total score ranges from 40 to 280. Sample questions include “It 
is difficult to be happy, unless one is good looking, intelligent, rich and creative” and 
“My value as a person depends greatly on what others think of me.” The DAS has a 
Cronbach’s Alpha of .86 and an eight week test-retest of .80 to .84. (See Appendix D for 
this measure) Parallel forms of the DAS (Weissman & Beck, 1978) were used to measure 
general cognitive vulnerability to depression both before and after the uncertainty 
induction.  
It has been shown that anxiety and depression are highly correlated (Cole, Peeke, 
Martin, Truglio, & Seroczynski, 1998; Swearer, Song, Cary, Eagle, & Mickelson, 2001). 
Because of this, to understand the full extent of depression, it is important to also 
understand the impact that anxiety plays in the study. The State-Trait Inventory for 
Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety, (STICSA; Gros et al, 2007) was used to measure levels 
of anxiety both before (trait portion of the scale) and after (state portion of the scale) 
exposure to the uncertainty threat. Participants completed the trait portion of the scale 
prior to exposure to the uncertainty threat, and then completed the state portion of the 
scale after uncertainty, to determine any effects on their momentary anxiety. The 
STICSA is comparable to the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI; Spielberger, Gorsuch, 
& Lushene, 1970) and has a .93 correlation to the STAI. The STICSA has a Cronbach’s 
 
 
16 
 
Alpha of .88 (Gros et al., 2007). Users are given statements and are asked to respond on a 
four - point Likert scale from 1 (Not at all) to 4 (Very much so) with sample questions 
such as “I feel dizzy” and “I think others won’t approve of me.” (See Appendix E for this 
measure)  
The Attributional Style Questionnaire (ASQ; Peterson et al., 1982) was also used 
in this study. This questionnaire presents each of the participants with hypothetical events 
involving themselves (e.g., “you cannot do all the work that is assigned to you”) and 
asks them to provide, in their own words, the cause of that situation occurring (Dykema, 
Bergbower, Doctora, & Peterson, 1996). This cause is then rated on a 1 (Will never affect 
you) to 7 (Will always affect you) scale to assess whether the cause is external vs. 
internal, stable vs. unstable across time, and global vs. specific in effect. To the extent 
that participants rate the causes of negative events as internal, stable and global in their 
effects, this represents vulnerability to depression, in turn identifying a potential diathesis 
(See Appendix F for this measure.) 
Manipulations. To induce uncertainty, the uncertainty threat seen in Appendix G 
was used. In total, three conditions were presented in the study, an uncertainty threat, a 
control condition and an affirmation condition. Within the uncertainty threat, the 
participants were asked to identify a goal in life that was important to them, such as 
“deciding your own actions” or “being a reliable and trustworthy member of a group.” 
Participants were then asked to write about how they physically and emotionally felt 
when they had uncertainties about that goal and what doubts they might have about 
achieving that goal. Within the control condition, participants were asked to choose a 
common daily activity, such as “making breakfast” or “taking a shower,” and then were 
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asked to describe how they felt while performing this activity. Within the affirmation 
condition, participants were asked to identify a goal they found important, such as “being 
committed to equality, justice and protection for all people,” or “obtaining success 
according to social standards.” The participants were then asked what they felt about that 
goal, and how they emotionally and physically reacted to that goal.  
Procedure 
 This study was conducted with the approval of the Western Kentucky University 
Institutional Review Board (IRB). Once participants had read informed consent forms, if 
they indicated they wanted to participate, demographic data was collected from each 
participant. This information included age and gender.  
 Each student was given a measure of depression at the onset of the study. The 
BDI was used as a pre-uncertainty measure at the onset of the measures, due to the overt 
symptoms of depression that it measures. Subsequently, the trait version of the STICSA 
was presented to measure ongoing, stable anxiety levels. Participants also completed a 
form of the DAS. Like the BDI, the STICSA and the DAS were administered as pre-
uncertainty measures. These measures were followed by exposure to one of the three 
levels of the independent variable, then the PANAS-X, a parallel form of the DAS, the 
state version of the STICSA, the ASQ, and the CES-D measures were presented. These 
measures will be referred to as post-uncertainty measures in the presentation below.  
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Results 
Multiple regression analysis was conducted to test whether individuals who, at the 
beginning of the experiment had higher levels of diathesis factors, demonstrated the 
largest increase in post-uncertainty symptoms as measured by the State Inventory for 
Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety (this will be abbreviated as SAI in the appendix), the 
CES-D, the ASQ, and the DAS. It is expected that, for those who had high initial levels 
of risk and diathesis factors, the uncertainty induction would cause higher levels of 
subsequent depression-related symptoms.  
When the participants’ responses to the different prompts used for the different 
levels of the independent variable were examined, it was found that participants’ 
responses in the affirmation condition did not correspond to what was expected for this 
condition. It was found that the affirmation condition, at times, triggered uncertainties 
rather than affirmations. Some examples of responses are “When I think about trying to 
be something like the rest of my family, I feel unaccepted if I weren't to be a doctor or 
something high up in society. It makes me kind of sad because I feel like I have to live up 
to standards and can't branch off and be my own person,” or “Negative emotions. I'm 
very uncertain what I want to be in life, worried about all the debt I have accrued up til 
now, and stressed that a fourth of my life is gone and I don't have much to show for it. I 
feel like I am wasting my time and not living up to my father's expectations of me. Not 
happy with where I am at, but I haven't really found anything I'm interested in yet myself. 
Very complicated and it definitely isn't pleasant,” and “My goal makes me feel stressed 
and anxious. I feel it is very important that I accomplish this goal. I constantly worry 
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about not being able to do so.” In total, 19 out of the 51 participants who were in the 
affirmation condition indicated feelings of uncertainty or other negative emotions.  
This suggests that the condition that was meant to affirm the goals of the 
participants did not always accomplish that task. Perhaps one reason for this is due to the 
exposure to the various depression and anxiety measures before the administration of the 
affirmation condition, which may have primed participants to question any feelings of 
satisfaction and contentment in their lives. Therefore, the affirmation condition was 
excluded from analysis. This yielded a two level design.   
Outliers were identified using study completion times. The average completion 
time was 32.98 minutes (SD = 1.86), but examination of the distribution of completion 
times showed one outlier, a person who took around 2.5 hours.  This individual was 
excluded from the data, as were nine people who did not finish the study. With the 
removal of the affirmation condition and with these exclusions, there were 110 people 
(92 women) in the study. The mean age was 19.11(SD = 1.52). 
Upon examination of the various measures, it became clear that participants did 
not understand the Attributional Style Questionnaire (ASQ) instructions. Contrary to 
instructions, participants often did not answer in the hypothetical manner instructed (a 
copy of this measure, with its instructions, is in Appendix E). For instance, a 
representative response to the prompt of “Try to imagine yourself in the following 
situation: You are fired from your job” or “A friend is angry with you” was, respectively, 
“I don’t have a job so I can’t be fired from one,” and “I’ve never had a fight with my 
friends,” or the responses were numerical or uninformative in nature, e.g. “2,” “no,” or 
“yes.” A majority of participants did not complete the measure, and over half of them 
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answered at least one of the few hypothetical situations they did complete with a non-
informative answer. Because of this, the ASQ was not analyzed.  
Cronbach Alphas were calculated for the individual difference predictors and the 
outcome measures. These are provided in the tables below: 
Table 1 – Cronbach Alphas for Individual Difference Predictors and Outcome 
Measures 
Scale Cronbach Alpha 
DAS-1 (Predictor) .84 
BDI (Predictor) .81 
TIA (Predictor) .90 
CES-D (Outcome Measure) .85 
DAS-2 (Outcome Measure) .69 
SAI (Outcome Measure) .91 
 
 When Cronbach’s Alpha was originally calculated for the PANAS-X, it was 
found that multiple subscales had extremely low alphas. Specifically, these were 
Negative Affect, with an alpha of .04, Positive Affect, with an alpha of .03, Fear, with an 
alpha of .37, Guilt, with an alpha of .01, Active Nervous, with an alpha of .20, and 
Joviality, with an alpha of .02. For each of these subscales, the removal of one or two 
items greatly improved the alpha value. Specifically, the “guilty” and “nervous” items 
were removed from the Negative Affect scale, the “active” item was removed from the 
Positive Affect scale, the “nervous” item was removed from the Fear scale, the “guilt” 
item was removed from the Guilt scale, the “nervous” item was removed from the Active 
Nervous scale, and the “joyful” item was removed from the Joviality scale. The table of 
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pre and post removal Cronbach Alphas is below; those scales that did not change are 
indicated as well.  
Table 2 – Cronbach Alphas for PANAS – X scales 
Scale Old Cronbach Alpha New Cronbach Alpha 
Negative Affect .04 .82 
Positive Affect .03 .91 
Fear .37 .79 
Guilt .01 .86 
Active Nervous .20 .64 
Joviality .02 .94 
Hostility .82 .82 
Sadness .90 .90 
Active Fear .74 .74 
Active Hostile .79 .79 
Self-Assurance .90 .90 
Attentiveness .80 .80 
Shyness .79 .79 
Fatigue .82 .82 
Serene .83 .83 
Surprise .67 .67 
 None of the new Cronbach’s alphas are more than .09 away from the alphas listed 
in the PANAS – X manual (Watson & Clark, 1994). It is likely that the Cronbach’s 
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alphas are slightly different than the alphas listed in the manual due to sampling 
differences and the effects of the uncertainty induction. 
  It was predicted that pre-uncertainty individual differences in depression-related 
affect and cognition would interact with uncertainty threat to predict higher levels of 
corresponding post-uncertainty measures. To investigate this question, post uncertainty 
outcome measures were regressed on dummy-coded uncertainty threat/control, the 
standardized pre-uncertainty analog of the post uncertainty measure, and their interaction. 
Full copies of the output from these analyses are provided in Appendix F. It was believed 
that the higher the initial symptomology within a participant, the higher subsequent 
symptoms would be, particularly within the uncertainty condition. And this is, in fact, 
what was found to be the case. As shown on the following pages, a number of pre-
uncertainty measures of depression - related cognition and affect interacted with 
uncertainty threat to predict post-uncertainty scores on similar measures of depression - 
related affect and cognition. In nearly every case with a significant interaction between a 
pre-uncertainty depression measure and the uncertainty threat variable predicting the 
post-uncertainty analog of the pre-uncertainty measure, uncertainty threat strengthened 
the positive relationship between individual differences in depression symptoms and 
post-uncertainty measures of these same symptoms. These relationships are presented 
graphically in the following figures. A table of these results, including parameter 
estimates, is provided starting on page 34. 
 Due to the large range of figures, each graph was cropped so that the X and Y axis 
better depicted the interaction. Each crop was based on minimum and maximum values 
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as seen in the graph, and each graph is cropped according to Independent Variable value. 
All depicted interactions are significant, as can be seen in the table on page 34. 
Figure 1 – Relationship between PANAS – X Negative Affect and Beck 
Depression Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 2 – Relationship between PANAS – X Negative Affect Scale and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
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 For Negative Affect as measured by the PANAS – X, there was an interaction 
showing that participants high in pre-uncertainty depression symptoms showed relatively 
greater reactivity to threat than those initially lower in depression symptoms.  
Figure 3 – Relationship between PANAS – X Sadness Scale and Beck Depression 
Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 4 – Relationship between PANAS – X Sadness Scale and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 5 – Relationship between PANAS – X Guilt Scale and Beck Depression Inventory 
across conditions 
 
 
Figure 6 – Relationship between PANAS – X Guilt Scale and Trait Inventory of Anxiety 
across conditions 
 
 Similar to the measure for general negative affect, uncertainty more greatly 
increased sadness and guilt among those initially higher in the BDI or TAI. 
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Figure 7 – Relationship between PANAS – X Fear Scale and Beck Depression Inventory 
across conditions 
 
 
Figure 8 – Relationship between PANAS – X Fear Scale and Trait Inventory of Anxiety 
across conditions 
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Figure 9 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Fear Scale and Beck Depression 
Inventory across conditions    
 
 
Figure 10 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Fear Scale and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 11 – Relationship between PANAS – X Hostility Scale and Beck Depression 
Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 12 – Relationship between PANAS – X Hostility Scale and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 13 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Hostility Scale and Beck 
Depression Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 14 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Hostility Scale and Trait Inventory 
of Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 15 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Nervous Scale and Beck 
Depression Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 16 – Relationship between PANAS – X Active Nervous Scale and Trait Inventory 
of Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 17 – Relationship between PANAS – X Shyness Scale and Beck Depression 
Inventory across conditions 
 
 
Figure 18 – Relationship between PANAS – X Shyness Scale and Dysfunctional Attitudes 
Scale across conditions 
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Figure 19 – Relationship between PANAS – X Shyness Scale and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
 
 
Figure 20 – Relationship between State Inventory of Anxiety and Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety across conditions 
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Figure 21 – Relationship between State Inventory for Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety and 
Beck Depression Inventory across conditions 
 
 Summary results are given in tabular form below. Bolded entries are significant. 
Most directly relevant to the hypotheses are the significant effects for interactions 
between individual difference predictors and uncertainty threat, in the right-most table 
column. As shown graphically in the figures above, these effects, with only one 
exception, support the hypothesis that uncertainty threat activates depressive 
symptomology in participants who are considered at risk.  
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Table 3 – Regression Coefficients and Significance Levels for Interactions between the 
CES-D, the SAI, the DAS, and the BDI 
Dependent Value Threat BDI Threat * BDI 
CES-D 
B(.516) p(.704) B(4.522) p(.000) B(1.631) p(.234) 
SAI 
B(2.960) p(.035) B(3.872) p(.000) B(2.939) p(.038) 
DAS 2 
B(-.425) p(.536) B(-1.062) p(.025) B(.671) p(.333) 
 
 
 
Dependent Value Threat TIA Threat * TIA 
CES-D 
B(-.399) p(.751) B(5.079) p(.000) B(1.547) p(.222) 
SAI 
B(2.011) p(.041) B(5.222) p(.000) B(3.880) p(.000) 
DAS 2 
B(-.296) p(.659) B(-1.236) p(.011) B(.328) p(.627) 
 
Dependent Value Threat DAS 1 Threat * DAS 1 
CES-D 
B(-.029) p(.986) B(-3.278) p(.003) B(2.075) p(.211) 
SAI 
B(2.416) p(.154) B(-2.290) p(.042) B(.084) p(.961) 
DAS 2 
B(-.597) p(.220) B(2.526) p(.000) B(.236) p(.632) 
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Table 4 – Regression Coefficients and Significance Levels for Interactions between the 
PANAS – X and the Beck Depression Inventory 
Beck Depression Inventory 
 
PANAS Dependent 
Variable 
Threat Beck Depression 
Inventory 
Threat by Beck 
Depression Inventory 
Negative Affect B(.335) p(.000) B(.094) p(.113) B(.246) p(.005) 
Positive Affect B(.228) p(.104) B(-.102) p(.399) B(-.248) p(.164) 
Fear B(.372) p(.000) B(.002) p(.974) B(.313) p(.000) 
Hostility B(.293) p(.001) B(.061) p(.294) B(.219) p(.012) 
Guilt B(.227) p(.023) B(.173) p(.012) B(.206) p(.041) 
Sadness B(.157) p(.233) B(.228) p(.012) B(.272) p(.041) 
Active Fear B(.364) p(.000) B(.016) p(.800) B(.378) p(.000) 
Active Nervousness B(.378) p(.001) B(-.023) p(.759) B(.220) p(.053) 
Active Hostile B(.335) p(.004) B(.097) p(.215) B(.218) p(.059) 
Joviality B(.268) p(.148) B(-.232) p(.067) B(-.146) p(.432) 
Self-Assurance B(.366) p(.056) B(-.058) p(.658) B(-.236) p(.220) 
Attentiveness B(.079) p(.673) B(-.052) p(.685) B(-.220) p(.241) 
Shyness B(.267) p(.032) B(-.044) p(.601) B(.396) p(.002) 
Fatigue B(.046) p(.788) B(.212) p(.075) B(186) p(.287) 
Serene B(-.171) p(.366) B(-.187) p(.149) B(-.162) p(.396) 
Surprise B(.304) p(.020) B(-.007) p(.937) B(.028) p(.830) 
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Table 5 – Regression Coefficients and Significance Levels for Interactions between 
PANAS – X and Trait Inventory for Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety 
Trait Inventory for Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety 
 
PANAS Dependent 
Variable 
Threat Trait Inventory of 
Anxiety 
Threat by Trait 
Inventory of Anxiety 
Negative Affect B(.297) p(.000) B(.123) p(.031) B(.276) p(.001) 
Positive Affect B(.326) p(.068) B(-.188) p(.139) B(-.036) p(.839) 
Fear B(.344) p(.000) B(.011) p(.841) B(.358) p(.000) 
Hostility B(.263) p(.001) B(.050) p(.371) B(.315) p(.000) 
Guilt B(.178) p(.042) B(.216) p(.001) B(.263) p(.003) 
Sadness B(.092) p(.415) B(.339) p(.000) B(.294) p(.011) 
Active Fear B(.328) p(.000) B(.026) p(.683) B(.386) p(.000) 
Active Nervousness B(.362) p(.001) B(-.018) p(.808) B(.323) p(.003) 
Active Hostile B(.299) p(.005) B(.056) p(.451) B(.383) p(.000) 
Joviality B(.320) p(.085) B(-.300) p(.024) B(-.001) p(.996) 
Self-Assurance B(.396) p(.038) B(-.198) p(.144) B(7.073E-005) p(1.0) 
Attentiveness B(.107) p(.567) B(-.184) p(.166) B(.008) p(.966) 
Shyness B(.239) p(.047) B(-.021) p(.806) B(.415) p(.001) 
Fatigue B(-.005) p(.979) B(.190) p(.128) B(.163) p(.353) 
Serene B(-.126) p(.506) B(-.245) p(.070) B(-.023) p(.902) 
Surprise B(.302) p(.020) B(.007) p(.940) B(.036) p(.781) 
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Table 6 – Regression Coefficients and Significance Levels for interaction between 
PANAS – X and Dysfunctional Attitude Scale 
Dysfunctional Attitudes Scale 
 
PANAS Dependent 
Variable 
Threat Dysfunctional 
Attitudes Scale 
Threat by 
Dysfunctional 
Attitudes Scale 
Negative Affect B(.317) p(.001) B(-.095) p(.130) B(-.086) p(.371) 
Positive Affect B(.287) p(.096) B(.267) p(.020) B(.108) p(.535) 
Fear B(.357) p(.000) B(-.024) p(.698) B(-.110) p(.241) 
Hostility B(.281) p(.002) B(-.042) p(.480) B(-.156) p(.089) 
Guilt B(.206) p(.057) B(-.120) p(.094) B(-.129) p(.238) 
Sadness B(.128) p(.370) B(-.170) P(.075) B(-.131) p(.367) 
Active Fear B(.343) p(.001) B(-.027) p(.695) B(-.131) p(.212) 
Active Nervousness B(.371) p(.001) B(-.015) p(.844) B(-.085) p(.465) 
Active Hostile B(.320) p(.007) B(-.060) p(.445) B(-.170) p(.158) 
Joviality B(.277) p(.130) B(.293) p(.017) B(.107) p(.565) 
Self-Assurance B(.361) p(.053) B(.240) p(.053) B(.117) p(.534) 
Attentiveness B(.071) p(.695) B(.233) p(.053) B(.136) p(.457) 
Shyness B(.249) p(.055) B(.089) p(.301) B(-.265) p(.044) 
Fatigue B(.020) p(.911) B(-.108) p(.366) B(-.132) p(.470) 
Serene B(-.163) p(.385) B(.271) p(.031) B(.050) p(.791) 
Surprise B(.291) p(.023) B(.124) p(.140) B(-.029) p(.819) 
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Discussion 
 This thesis examined the hypothesis that, within the stress – diathesis model, 
uncertainty could be used to examine the effects of stress on diatheses and depression 
symptoms. It was believed that uncertainty would activate the diathesis, in turn increasing 
depression symptoms. A variety of measures was used to investigate this idea.  
 The BDI (Beck et al., 1961) was used to give a general overview of the 
depression symptoms, including sadness, lack of enjoyment in daily activities, and 
irregular sleeping patterns. To measure the levels of anxiety of the participants, the trait 
version of the STICSA (Gros et al., 2007) was used for this purpose. The final pre-threat 
measure was the DAS (Weissman, 1979), which was used to help identify the underlying 
diatheses that exist within the participant. This measure was chosen due to the fact that it 
illuminates unhealthy or dysfunctional attitudes, which have been shown to be a risk 
factor for a vulnerability to depression. Because the BDI was given at the beginning of 
the study, this may have contributed to the unexpected responses from participants in the 
affirmation condition. The overt recognition of depression symptoms may have primed 
the participant to question any feelings of happiness and comfort they might otherwise 
have discussed in the affirmation condition.  
 Once the participant was exposed to either the uncertainty threat or control 
condition, dependent measures related to the pre-uncertainty measures were administered 
to see what effects that the uncertainty stressor had on the expression of depression 
symptoms. Specifically, the PANAS – X was administered to identify a variety of 
positive and negative affects, in order to better understand what emotional changes were 
occurring during the study. Results showed that this measure was the clearest indicator of 
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change. The PANAS – X showed the most sensitivity to the uncertainty-induced changes 
that were brought on in the study. Results showed that PANAS – X levels of Negative 
Affect, Sadness, Guilt, Fear, Active Fear, Hostility, Active Hostility, Active Nervous, and 
Shyness changed significantly in response to the uncertainty threat. The State version of 
the STICSA showed similar results. The CES-D, while highly correlated with the 
previous measures, did not show effects of the threat in interaction with the respective 
individual difference predictors. It is believed that this is the case because the CES-D was 
more of a trait measure than previously thought. The ASQ was removed due to the 
significant number of incomplete or invalid responses. This might be solved in the future 
by administering the test in person or re-wording the instructions so that the participants 
will better understand the task; this concept will be expanded on below. Except for the 
Shyness scale, the DAS did not predict anything within the study. This is probably due to 
Type I error rather than an indicator of the predictive power of the DAS.   
  The PANAS-X indicated that there are some emotions, primarily negative, that 
were heightened after the uncertainty threat condition. However, no effects were found 
on either the DAS or the ASQ. The lack of effects on the DAS might reflect the 
inadequacy of the DAS as a measure of stress - activated depressive symptomatology, or 
it may reflect that diatheses as measured by the DAS are very trait-like, and not 
susceptible to situational influences in the same way that other measures are. The ASQ 
was not completed by participants, and could not be analyzed. 
 Based on the responses given on the ASQ, it appeared that the participants were 
led to believe that they were supposed to identify times in their lives when the situation 
had occurred, rather than treat them as hypothetical situations. This might be solved in 
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the future by administering the measures within a controlled setting, as opposed to 
administering them online and allowing participants to complete the study in locations of 
their choosing, as was done in this study. Using the lab as a controlled setting also would 
allow participants to ask questions and thus potentially negate the effects of the unclear 
directions. Another possibility would be to have the directions stated at the top of every 
question, so that the participants could easily refer back when they had a question about a 
situation.  
 The major strength of this study is that it further explores the connection between 
uncertainty and the various negative emotions and thoughts that are associated with 
depression. The study furthers previous studies in the field, which have illustrated 
connections between uncertainty and stressors (Berlyne, 1962; Dohrenwend & Shroud, 
1985; Weary & Edwards, 1994; Weary & Edwards, 1996), and stress-diathesis models of 
depression (Alloy et al., 2006; Auerbach et al., 2010; Metalsky et al., 1987). This study 
showed that the uncertainty threat caused negative cognitions and emotions to increase, 
thereby indicating the effect that this stressor, can have on an individual. These findings 
may indicate why it is that we find higher diagnosis rates during times of economic 
downturn. Uncertainty about finances may increase depression symptoms, and when that 
uncertainty cannot be mitigated by other affirmative forces it can manifest into 
depression and anxiety diagnoses. While the diathesis that the ASQ and DAS were meant 
to measure were not apparent, it is clear that uncertainty plays a large part in the potential 
development of depression. However, following the stress-diathesis model that was 
discussed above, the concept that economic uncertainty or stress would interact with a 
diathesis to cause depressive affect congruent with the results in this study.  
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 Overall in this study, one weakness that is easily corrected is the online method 
by which that the data were collected. By having the participants complete the study on-
line, the probability of having participants who did not devote their entire attention to the 
study is higher than it would have been in the lab. This study could be improved by 
having the participants come into the lab and completing the measures with a laboratory 
manager present.  
 We live in a world of uncertainty. Uncertainty stems from things such as daily 
news reports to making decisions on dinner. It is ubiquitous. Understanding the impact 
that uncertainty has helps us better understand how negative states such as anxiety and 
depression develop. This study has shown that uncertainty activates negative emotions 
and makes them more prominent. It is possible that this activation, if not mitigated 
through some affirmation of other positive emotions, could develop into mental health 
issues such as depression. This study, while not finding conclusive evidence that a 
diathesis was present, showed that experimentally – manipulated mild stressors such as 
uncertainty have the potential to allow better understanding of mood disorders. It is 
hoped that this will continue to be explored in the future.       
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Appendix A: Beck Depression Inventory 
 
Beck's Depression Inventory 
1.  
0 I do not feel sad.  
1 I feel sad  
2 I am sad all the time and I can't snap out of it.  
3 I am so sad and unhappy that I can't stand it.  
2.  
0 I am not particularly discouraged about the future.  
1 I feel discouraged about the future.  
2 I feel I have nothing to look forward to.  
3 I feel the future is hopeless and that things cannot improve.  
3.  
0 I do not feel like a failure.  
1 I feel I have failed more than the average person.  
2 As I look back on my life, all I can see is a lot of failures.  
3 I feel I am a complete failure as a person.  
 
4. 
 0 I get as much satisfaction out of things as I used to.  
 1 I don't enjoy things the way I used to.  
 2 I don't get real satisfaction out of anything anymore.  
 3 I am dissatisfied or bored with everything. 
  
5.  
0 I don't feel particularly guilty  
1 I feel guilty a good part of the time.  
2 I feel quite guilty most of the time.  
3 I feel guilty all of the time. 
  
6.  
0 I don't feel I am being punished.  
1 I feel I may be punished.  
2 I expect to be punished.  
3 I feel I am being punished. 
  
7.  
0 I don't feel disappointed in myself.  
1 I am disappointed in myself.  
2 I am disgusted with myself.  
3 I hate myself. 
  
8.  
0 I don't feel I am any worse than anybody else.  
1 I am critical of myself for my weaknesses or mistakes.  
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2 I blame myself all the time for my faults.  
3 I blame myself for everything bad that happens. 
  
9.  
0 I don't have any thoughts of killing myself.  
1 I have thoughts of killing myself, but I would not carry them out.  
2 I would like to kill myself.  
3 I would kill myself if I had the chance. 
  
10.  
0 I don't cry any more than usual.  
1 I cry more now than I used to.  
2 I cry all the time now.  
3 I used to be able to cry, but now I can't cry even though I want to.  
 
11.  
0 I am no more irritated by things than I ever was.  
1 I am slightly more irritated now than usual.  
2 I am quite annoyed or irritated a good deal of the time.  
3 I feel irritated all the time. 
  
12.  
0 I have not lost interest in other people.  
1 I am less interested in other people than I used to be.  
2 I have lost most of my interest in other people.  
3 I have lost all of my interest in other people. 
  
13.  
0 I make decisions about as well as I ever could.  
1 I put off making decisions more than I used to.  
2 I have greater difficulty in making decisions more than I used to.  
3 I can't make decisions at all anymore. 
  
14.  
0 I don't feel that I look any worse than I used to.  
1 I am worried that I am looking old or unattractive.  
2 I feel there are permanent changes in my appearance that make me look 
unattractive  
3 I believe that I look ugly. 
  
15.  
0 I can work about as well as before.  
1 It takes an extra effort to get started at doing something.  
2 I have to push myself very hard to do anything.  
3 I can't do any work at all. 
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16.  
0 I can sleep as well as usual.  
1 I don't sleep as well as I used to.  
2 I wake up 1-2 hours earlier than usual and find it hard to get back to sleep.  
3 I wake up several hours earlier than I used to and cannot get back to sleep. 
  
17.  
0 I don't get more tired than usual.  
1 I get tired more easily than I used to.  
2 I get tired from doing almost anything.  
3 I am too tired to do anything. 
  
18.  
0 My appetite is no worse than usual.  
1 My appetite is not as good as it used to be.  
2 My appetite is much worse now.  
3 I have no appetite at all anymore. 
  
19.  
0 I haven't lost much weight, if any, lately.  
1 I have lost more than five pounds.  
2 I have lost more than ten pounds.  
3 I have lost more than fifteen pounds.  
 
20.  
0 I am no more worried about my health than usual.  
1 I am worried about physical problems like aches, pains, upset stomach, or 
constipation.  
2 I am very worried about physical problems and it's hard to think of much else.  
3 I am so worried about my physical problems that I cannot think of anything 
else. 
  
21.  
0 I have not noticed any recent change in my interest in sex.  
1 I am less interested in sex than I used to be.  
2 I have almost no interest in sex.  
3 I have lost interest in sex completely. 
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Appendix B: Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale 
 
Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D), NIMH 
Below is a list of the ways you might have felt or behaved. Please tell me how often you 
have felt this way during the past week. 
During the Past Week 
 
 Rarely or 
none of  
the time 
(less than 1 
day) 
Some or a little 
of the time (1-
2 days) 
Occasionally or 
a moderate 
amount of time 
(3-4 days) 
Most or all of 
the time (5-
7days) 
1. I was bothered 
by things that 
usually don’t 
bother me. 
    
2. I did not feel 
like eating; my 
appetite was 
poor. 
    
3. I felt that I 
could not shake 
off the blues 
even with help 
from my family 
or friends. 
    
4. I felt I was just 
as good as other 
people. 
    
5. I had trouble 
keeping my mind 
on what I was 
doing. 
    
6. I felt 
depressed. 
    
7. I felt that 
everything I did 
was an effort. 
    
8. I felt hopeful 
about the future. 
    
9. I thought my 
life had been a 
failure. 
    
10. I felt fearful.     
11. My sleep was     
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restless. 
12. I was happy.     
13. I talked less 
than usual. 
    
14. I felt lonely.     
15. People were 
unfriendly. 
    
16. I enjoyed life.     
17. I had crying 
spells. 
    
18. I felt sad.     
19. I felt that 
people dislike 
me. 
    
20. I could not 
get “going.” 
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Appendix C: PANAS-X 
 
 
This scale consists of a number of words and phrases that describe different feelings and 
emotions. Read each item and then mark the appropriate answer in the space next to that 
word. Indicate to what extent you feel this way right now. Use the following scale to 
record your answers: 
 
1           2    3    4    5 
very slightly or     a little   moderately   quite a bit  extremely 
not at all 
    
______ cheerful  ______ sad   ______ active   ______ angry at self 
______ disgusted ______ calm   ______ guilty   ______ enthusiastic 
______ attentive  ______ afraid  ______ joyful   ______ downhearted 
______ bashful ______ tired   ______ nervous  ______ sheepish 
______ sluggish ______ amazed  ______ lonely  ______ distressed 
______ daring  ______ shaky   ______ sleepy  ______ blameworthy 
______ surprised  ______ happy   ______ excited  ______ determined 
______ strong   ______ timid  ______ hostile  ______ frightened 
______ scornful  ______ alone   ______ proud   ______ astonished 
______ relaxed  ______ alert   ______ jittery   ______ interested 
______ irritable ______ upset  ______ lively   ______ loathing 
______ delighted ______ angry  ______ ashamed ______ confident 
______ inspired ______ bold   ______ at ease  ______ energetic 
______ fearless  ______ blue   ______ scared  ______ concentrating 
______ disgusted  ______ shy   ______ drowsy ______ dissatisfied  
 with self         with self 
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Appendix D: Dysfunctional Attitude Scale 
 
DAS-SF1 
The sentences below describe people’s attitudes. Circle the number which best describes 
how much each sentence describes your attitude. Your answer should describe the way 
you think most of the time. 
Totally Agree  Agree   Disagree  Totally  
        Disagree 
 
1.If I don’t set the highest standards for myself, I am likely to end up a second-rate 
person. 
1   2   3   4 
 
2. My value as a person depends greatly on what others think of me.  
1   2   3   4 
 
3. People will probably think less of me if I make a mistake.  
1   2   3   4 
 
4. I am nothing if a person I love doesn’t love me.  
1   2   3   4 
 
5. If other people know what you are really like, they will think less of you.  
1   2   3   4 
 
6. If I fail at my work, then I am a failure as a person.  
1   2   3   4 
 
7. My happiness depends more on other people than it does me.  
1   2   3   4 
 
8. I cannot be happy unless most people I know admire me.  
1   2   3   4 
 
9. It is best to give up your own interests in order to please other people.  
1   2   3   4 
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DAS-SF2 
The sentences below describe people’s attitudes. Circle the number which best describes 
how much each sentence describes your attitude. Your answer should describe the way 
you think most of the time. 
Totally Agree  Agree   Disagree  Totally  
       Disagree 
 
1. If I am to be a worthwhile person, I must be truly outstanding in at least one major 
respect. 
1   2   3    4 
 
2. If you don’t have other people to lean on, you are bound to be sad.  
1   2   3    4 
 
3. I do not need the approval of other people in order to be happy.  
1   2   3    4 
 
4. If you cannot do something well, there is little point in doing it at all.  
1   2   3    4 
 
5. If I do not do well all the time, people will not respect me.  
1   2   3    4 
 
6. If others dislike you, you cannot be happy.  
1   2   3    4 
 
7. People who have good ideas are more worthy than those who do not.  
1   2   3    4 
 
8. If I do not do as well as other people, it means I am an inferior human being.  
1   2   3    4 
 
9. If I fail partly, it is as bad as being a complete failure.  
1   2   3    4 
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Appendix E: State-Trait inventory for Cognitive and Somatic Anxiety 
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Below is a list of statements which can be used to describe how people feel. Beside each 
statement are four numbers which indicate how often each statement is true of you (e.g. 1 
= not at all, 4 = very much so). Please read each statement carefully and indicate the 
choice that best indicates how often, in general, the statement is true of you: 
 Not at all (1) A Little (2) Moderately (3) Very much so 
(4) 
My heart beats 
fast (1) 
        
My muscles are 
tense (2) 
        
I feel agonized 
over my 
problems (3) 
        
I think that 
others won't 
approve of me 
(4) 
        
I feel like I'm 
missing out on 
things because I 
can't make up 
my mind soon 
enough (5) 
        
I feel dizzy (6)         
My muscles feel 
weak (7) 
        
I feel trembly 
and shaky (8) 
        
I picture some 
future 
misfortune (9) 
        
I can't get some 
thoughts out of 
my mind (10) 
        
I have trouble 
remembering 
things (11) 
        
My face feels 
hot (12) 
        
I think that the 
worst will 
happen (13) 
        
 
 
52 
 
My arms and 
legs feel stiff 
(14) 
        
My throat feels 
dry (15) 
        
I keep busy to 
avoid 
uncomfortable 
thoughts (16) 
        
I cannot 
concentrate 
without 
irrelevant 
thoughts 
intruding (17) 
        
My breathing is 
fast and shallow 
(18) 
        
I worry that I 
cannot control 
my thoughts as 
well as I would 
like to (19) 
        
I have butterflies 
in the stomach 
(20) 
        
My palms feel 
clammy (21) 
        
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Earlier, we asked you to complete the statements below in a way that reflected how you 
felt in general. Now, we would like you to tell us how you feel RIGHT NOW, AT THIS 
MOMENT. This helps us to understand natural variability and stability in people's 
experiences. Please read each statement carefully and indicate the choice that best 
indicates how you feel right now, at this very moment, even if this is not how you usually 
feel: 
 Not at all (1) A little (2) Moderately (3) Very much so 
(4) 
My heart beats 
fast (1) 
        
My muscles are 
tense (2) 
        
I feel agonized 
over my 
problems (3) 
        
I think that 
others won't 
approve of me 
(4) 
        
I feel like I'm 
missing out on 
things because I 
can't make up 
my mind soon 
enough (5) 
        
I feel dizzy (6)         
My muscles feel 
weak (7) 
        
I feel trembly 
and shaky (8) 
        
I picture some 
future 
misfortune (9) 
        
I can't get some 
thoughts out of 
my mind (10) 
        
I have trouble 
remembering 
things (11) 
        
My face feels 
hot (12) 
        
I think that the         
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worst will 
happen (13) 
My arms and 
legs feels stiff 
(14) 
        
My throat feels 
dry (15) 
        
I keep busy to 
avoid 
uncomfortable 
thoughts (16) 
        
I cannot 
concentrate 
without 
irrelevant 
thoughts 
intruding (17) 
        
My breathing is 
fast and shallow 
(18) 
        
I worry that I 
cannot control 
my thoughts as 
well as I would 
like to (19) 
        
I have butterflies 
in the stomach 
(20) 
        
My palms feel 
clammy (21) 
        
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Appendix F: Attributional Style Questionnaire 
 
Please try to imagine yourself in the following situations. If such a situation 
happened to you, what do you think might have caused it? While situations like these 
may have many causes, we want you to choose only one – THE MAIN CAUSE, THAT 
IS, WHAT MADE THIS SITUATION HAPPEN TO YOU.   
 Please write the main cause in the box after each situation. Next, answer two 
questions about the cause you provided. First, how likely is it that the main cause you 
gave will continue to affect you? Second, is the main cause that you gave something that 
affects you just this situation, or does it affect other areas of your life? 
 
To summarize, please: 
 
1. Read each situation and vividly imagine it happening to you. 
2. Decide what you feel would be the one main cause for the situation if it 
happened to you. 
3. Write down the one main cause in the box provided. 
4. Answer the two questions about the main cause. 
 
Try to imagine yourself in the following situation…. 
1. You have trouble sleeping. 
2. You feel sick and tired most of the time. 
3. You have a serious injury. 
4. You can’t find a job. 
5. You can’t get the work done that others expect of you. 
6. You are fired from your job.  
7. You don’t help a friend who has a problem. 
8. You have financial problems. 
9. You don’t understand what your body wants you to do. 
10. A friend is angry with you. 
11. You are guilty of breaking the law.  
12. You have a serious argument with someone in your family. 
 
 For each question, please specify if each situation “will never affect you” to “will always 
affect you” on a 7 point Likkard scale. In addition, please indicate if “the cause you gave 
something that just affects [this situation], or does it affect other areas of your life?” by 
indicating from “just affects this sort of event” to “affects all others areas” on a 7 point 
Likkard scale.  
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Appendix G:  Uncertainty Threat 
Uncertain Condition 
 
The following is a list of goals that many people have at different times. As part of a 
personality measure we are validating, we would like you to look at these goals and think 
about which one is most important to you at this point in your life. We then will ask you 
to tell us a little about your important goal at this time. 
1.       Deciding your own actions -- not being under other’s influence. 
2.       Being committed to equality, justice, and protection for all people. 
3.       Success according to social standards 
4.       Maintaining and preserving cultural, family, or religious traditions 
5.       Being a reliable and trustworthy member of your group 
  
We are interested in perceptions of your goals. Continuing to think about the most 
important goal you have right now, please tell us some of the kinds of uncertain and 
doubtful thoughts you have about this goal. 
 
 
 
Now, please share with us how you physically feel when you have doubts and 
uncertainties about this goal. How do you feel? What emotions do you have? 
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Affirmation Condition 
  
The following is a list of goals that many people have at different times. As part of a 
personality measure we are validating, we would like you to look at these goals and think 
about which one is most important to you at this point in your life. We then will ask you 
to tell us a little about your important goal at this time. 
1.       Deciding your own actions -- not being under other’s influence. 
2.       Being committed to equality, justice, and protection for all people. 
3.       Success according to social standards 
4.       Maintaining and preserving cultural, family, or religious traditions 
5.       Being a reliable and trustworthy member of your group 
  
We are interested in perceptions of your goals. Continuing to think about the most 
important goal you have right now, please tell us about why it is important to you.  
 
 
 
Now, please share with us how you physically feel when you think about why this goal is 
important to you.  How do you feel? What emotions do you have? 
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Control Condition 
  
The following is a list of things that people do every day. As part of a personality 
measure we are validating, we would like you to look at these things and choose one that 
you remember well.  Your responses will help us validate a new personality measure. 
1. Making breakfast. 
2. Taking a shower. 
3. Tidying up. 
4. Brushing teeth. 
5. Getting ready for bed. 
We are interested in perceptions of these behaviors. Please think about one of these 
things, and tell us some of the thoughts you had the last time you did it.  
 
 
 
Now, please share with us how you physically feel when you think about this thing.  How 
do you feel? What emotions do you have? 
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Appendix H- Full Analysis of Variance 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA CESD WITH Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3086.589
a
 3 1028.863 20.565 .000 .368 
Intercept 68753.164 1 68753.164 1374.214 .000 .928 
Threat1 7.282 1 7.282 .146 .704 .001 
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ZBDI 1198.499 1 1198.499 23.955 .000 .184 
Threat1 * ZBDI 71.628 1 71.628 1.432 .234 .013 
Error 5303.275 106 50.031    
Total 145601.000 110     
Corrected Total 8389.864 109     
a. R Squared = .368 (Adjusted R Squared = .350) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 35.124 .947 37.070 .000 33.246 37.003 .928 
Threat1 .516 1.353 .382 .704 -2.166 3.198 .001 
ZBDI 4.522 .924 4.894 .000 2.690 6.354 .184 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
1.631 1.363 1.197 .234 -1.071 4.333 .013 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
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Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sai_sum WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
/save = cooks sresid 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
Variables Created or 
Modified 
COO_13 Cook's Distance for SAI_sum 
SRE_13 Studentized Residual for SAI_sum 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3320.166
a
 3 1106.722 21.043 .000 .373 
Intercept 44001.224 1 44001.224 836.614 .000 .888 
Threat1 239.589 1 239.589 4.555 .035 .041 
ZBDI 878.557 1 878.557 16.704 .000 .136 
Threat1 * ZBDI 232.578 1 232.578 4.422 .038 .040 
Error 5575.006 106 52.594    
Total 104269.000 110     
Corrected Total 8895.173 109     
a. R Squared = .373 (Adjusted R Squared = .356) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 28.099 .971 28.924 .000 26.173 30.025 .888 
Threat1 2.960 1.387 2.134 .035 .210 5.710 .041 
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ZBDI 3.872 .947 4.087 .000 1.994 5.750 .136 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
2.939 1.398 2.103 .038 .168 5.710 .040 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA das2sum WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
 /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
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Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 76.576
a
 3 25.525 1.993 .120 .053 
Intercept 35996.848 1 35996.848 2810.208 .000 .964 
Threat1 
4.949 1 4.949 .386 .536 .004 
ZBDI 
66.117 1 66.117 5.162 .025 .046 
Threat1 * ZBDI 
12.117 1 12.117 .946 .333 .009 
Error 
1357.788 106 12.809    
Total 
71188.000 110     
Corrected Total 
1434.364 109     
a. R Squared = .053 (Adjusted R Squared = .027) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 25.415 .479 53.011 .000 24.465 26.366 .964 
Threat1 -.425 .684 -.622 .536 -1.782 .932 .004 
ZBDI -1.062 .468 -2.272 .025 -1.989 -.135 .046 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.671 .690 .973 .333 -.697 2.038 .009 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
 
 
64 
 
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA negAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.790
a
 3 2.930 14.579 .000 .292 
Intercept 87.125 1 87.125 433.514 .000 .804 
Threat1 3.062 1 3.062 15.236 .000 .126 
ZBDI .513 1 .513 2.553 .113 .024 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.634 1 1.634 8.130 .005 .071 
Error 21.303 106 .201    
Total 247.447 110     
Corrected Total 30.093 109     
a. R Squared = .292 (Adjusted R Squared = .272) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.250 .060 20.821 .000 1.131 1.369 .804 
Threat1 .335 .086 3.903 .000 .165 .505 .126 
ZBDI .094 .059 1.598 .113 -.023 .210 .024 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.246 .086 2.851 .005 .075 .418 .071 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
 
 
66 
 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA PosAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 9.514
a
 3 3.171 3.770 .013 .096 
Intercept 320.231 1 320.231 380.696 .000 .782 
Threat1 2.267 1 2.267 2.696 .104 .025 
ZBDI .604 1 .604 .718 .399 .007 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.652 1 1.652 1.964 .164 .018 
Error 89.164 106 .841    
Total 812.537 110     
Corrected Total 98.678 109     
a. R Squared = .096 (Adjusted R Squared = .071) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.397 .123 19.511 .000 2.154 2.641 .782 
Threat1 .288 .175 1.642 .104 -.060 .636 .025 
ZBDI -.102 .120 -.847 .399 -.339 .136 .007 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
-.248 .177 -1.402 .164 -.598 .103 .018 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sadscale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 15.796
a
 3 5.265 11.257 .000 .242 
Intercept 122.689 1 122.689 262.310 .000 .712 
Threat1 .673 1 .673 1.440 .233 .013 
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ZBDI 3.044 1 3.044 6.507 .012 .058 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.994 1 1.994 4.264 .041 .039 
Error 49.579 106 .468    
Total 329.960 110     
Corrected Total 65.375 109     
a. R Squared = .242 (Adjusted R Squared = .220) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.484 .092 16.196 .000 1.302 1.665 .712 
Threat1 .157 .131 1.200 .233 -.102 .416 .013 
ZBDI .228 .089 2.551 .012 .051 .405 .058 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.272 .132 2.065 .041 .011 .533 .039 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
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Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA guiltScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 9.845
a
 3 3.282 12.368 .000 .259 
Intercept 80.512 1 80.512 303.451 .000 .741 
Threat1 1.408 1 1.408 5.308 .023 .048 
ZBDI 1.752 1 1.752 6.604 .012 .059 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.137 1 1.137 4.287 .041 .039 
Error 
28.124 106 .265    
Total 
225.563 110     
Corrected Total 
37.969 109     
a. R Squared = .259 (Adjusted R Squared = .238) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.202 .069 17.420 .000 1.065 1.339 .741 
Threat1 .227 .099 2.304 .023 .032 .422 .048 
ZBDI .173 .067 2.570 .012 .040 .306 .059 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.206 .099 2.070 .041 .009 .402 .039 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA fearScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.285
a
 3 2.762 14.187 .000 .286 
Intercept 72.431 1 72.431 372.098 .000 .778 
Threat1 3.787 1 3.787 19.452 .000 .155 
ZBDI .000 1 .000 .001 .974 .000 
Threat1 * ZBDI 2.639 1 2.639 13.555 .000 .113 
Error 20.634 106 .195    
Total 218.083 110     
Corrected Total 28.918 109     
a. R Squared = .286 (Adjusted R Squared = .266) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.140 .059 19.290 .000 1.023 1.257 .778 
Threat1 .372 .084 4.410 .000 .205 .539 .155 
ZBDI .002 .058 .033 .974 -.112 .116 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.313 .085 3.682 .000 .144 .482 .113 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA hostlscale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 6.112
a
 3 2.037 10.279 .000 .225 
Intercept 74.517 1 74.517 375.962 .000 .780 
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Threat1 2.354 1 2.354 11.875 .001 .101 
ZBDI .221 1 .221 1.114 .294 .010 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.290 1 1.290 6.507 .012 .058 
Error 
21.010 106 .198    
Total 
210.861 110     
Corrected Total 
27.121 109     
a. R Squared = .225 (Adjusted R Squared = .203) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.156 .060 19.390 .000 1.038 1.275 .780 
Threat1 .293 .085 3.446 .001 .125 .462 .101 
ZBDI .061 .058 1.056 .294 -.054 .177 .010 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.219 .086 2.551 .012 .049 .389 .058 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
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Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activefear WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 10.795
a
 3 3.598 15.905 .000 .310 
Intercept 75.707 1 75.707 334.629 .000 .759 
Threat1 3.614 1 3.614 15.976 .000 .131 
ZBDI .015 1 .015 .065 .800 .001 
Threat1 * ZBDI 3.848 1 3.848 17.006 .000 .138 
Error 23.982 106 .226    
Total 229.444 110     
Corrected Total 34.777 109     
a. R Squared = .310 (Adjusted R Squared = .291) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.166 .064 18.293 .000 1.039 1.292 .759 
Threat1 .364 .091 3.997 .000 .183 .544 .131 
ZBDI .016 .062 .254 .800 -.107 .139 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.378 .092 4.124 .000 .196 .560 .138 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA activeNrvousTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 5.623
a
 3 1.874 5.503 .001 .135 
Intercept 68.518 1 68.518 201.152 .000 .655 
Threat1 3.906 1 3.906 11.467 .001 .098 
ZBDI .032 1 .032 .095 .759 .001 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.305 1 1.305 3.830 .053 .035 
Error 36.106 106 .341    
Total 223.750 110     
Corrected Total 41.730 109     
a. R Squared = .135 (Adjusted R Squared = .110) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.109 .078 14.183 .000 .954 1.264 .655 
Threat1 .378 .112 3.386 .001 .157 .599 .098 
ZBDI -.023 .076 -.308 .759 -.175 .128 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.220 .112 1.957 .053 -.003 .443 .035 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activehostile WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.037
a
 3 2.679 7.622 .000 .177 
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Intercept 83.663 1 83.663 238.013 .000 .692 
Threat1 3.070 1 3.070 8.733 .004 .076 
ZBDI .548 1 .548 1.558 .215 .014 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.280 1 1.280 3.642 .059 .033 
Error 37.260 106 .352    
Total 255.333 110     
Corrected Total 45.297 109     
a. R Squared = .177 (Adjusted R Squared = .154) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.225 .079 15.428 .000 1.068 1.383 .692 
Threat1 .335 .113 2.955 .004 .110 .560 .076 
ZBDI .097 .077 1.248 .215 -.057 .250 .014 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.218 .114 1.908 .059 -.008 .445 .033 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
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Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA jovialityScaleTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 12.999
a
 3 4.333 4.678 .004 .117 
Intercept 298.455 1 298.455 322.200 .000 .752 
Threat1 1.971 1 1.971 2.128 .148 .020 
ZBDI 3.163 1 3.163 3.414 .067 .031 
Threat1 * ZBDI .577 1 .577 .623 .432 .006 
Error 98.188 106 .926    
Total 772.163 110     
Corrected Total 111.188 109     
a. R Squared = .117 (Adjusted R Squared = .092) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.314 .129 17.950 .000 2.059 2.570 .752 
Threat1 .268 .184 1.459 .148 -.096 .633 .020 
ZBDI -.232 .126 -1.848 .067 -.482 .017 .031 
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Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
-.146 .185 -.789 .432 -.514 .221 .006 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA selfassrscale WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
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Corrected Model 8.693
a
 3 2.898 2.952 .036 .077 
Intercept 245.612 1 245.612 250.244 .000 .702 
Threat1 3.663 1 3.663 3.732 .056 .034 
ZBDI .194 1 .194 .198 .658 .002 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.494 1 1.494 1.522 .220 .014 
Error 104.038 106 .981    
Total 688.361 110     
Corrected Total 112.731 109     
a. R Squared = .077 (Adjusted R Squared = .051) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.099 .133 15.819 .000 1.836 2.362 .702 
Threat1 .366 .189 1.932 .056 -.010 .742 .034 
ZBDI -.058 .129 -.444 .658 -.314 .199 .002 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
-.236 .191 -1.234 .220 -.614 .143 .014 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
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Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA attntvscale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.134
a
 3 1.378 1.462 .229 .040 
Intercept 466.126 1 466.126 494.640 .000 .824 
Threat1 .169 1 .169 .179 .673 .002 
ZBDI .156 1 .156 .166 .685 .002 
Threat1 * ZBDI 1.309 1 1.309 1.389 .241 .013 
Error 99.890 106 .942    
Total 1053.938 110     
Corrected Total 104.023 109     
a. R Squared = .040 (Adjusted R Squared = .013) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.892 .130 22.240 .000 2.634 3.150 .824 
Threat1 .079 .186 .423 .673 -.290 .447 .002 
ZBDI -.052 .127 -.407 .685 -.303 .200 .002 
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Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
-.220 .187 -1.179 .241 -.591 .150 .013 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA shyscale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
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Corrected Model 7.941
a
 3 2.647 6.442 .000 .154 
Intercept 119.273 1 119.273 290.304 .000 .733 
Threat1 1.947 1 1.947 4.738 .032 .043 
ZBDI .113 1 .113 .275 .601 .003 
Threat1 * ZBDI 4.232 1 4.232 10.301 .002 .089 
Error 43.551 106 .411    
Total 325.938 110     
Corrected Total 51.491 109     
a. R Squared = .154 (Adjusted R Squared = .130) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.463 .086 17.038 .000 1.293 1.633 .733 
Threat1 .267 .123 2.177 .032 .024 .510 .043 
ZBDI -.044 .084 -.524 .601 -.210 .122 .003 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.396 .124 3.210 .002 .152 .641 .089 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
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Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA fatiguescale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.03 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 10.523
a
 3 3.508 4.317 .006 .109 
Intercept 382.200 1 382.200 470.374 .000 .816 
Threat1 .059 1 .059 .072 .788 .001 
ZBDI 2.636 1 2.636 3.245 .075 .030 
Threat1 * ZBDI .929 1 .929 1.144 .287 .011 
Error 86.130 106 .813    
Total 860.319 110     
Corrected Total 96.653 109     
a. R Squared = .109 (Adjusted R Squared = .084) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.619 .121 21.688 .000 2.379 2.858 .816 
Threat1 .046 .172 .269 .788 -.295 .388 .001 
ZBDI .212 .118 1.801 .075 -.021 .446 .030 
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Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.186 .174 1.069 .287 -.159 .530 .011 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sereneScale WITH Threat1 
zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
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Corrected Model 8.569
a
 3 2.856 2.947 .036 .077 
Intercept 602.165 1 602.165 621.314 .000 .854 
Threat1 .799 1 .799 .824 .366 .008 
ZBDI 2.044 1 2.044 2.109 .149 .020 
Threat1 * ZBDI .704 1 .704 .726 .396 .007 
Error 102.733 106 .969    
Total 1244.111 110     
Corrected Total 111.302 109     
a. R Squared = .077 (Adjusted R Squared = .051) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 3.287 .132 24.926 .000 3.026 3.549 .854 
Threat1 -.171 .188 -.908 .366 -.544 .202 .008 
ZBDI -.187 .129 -1.452 .149 -.442 .068 .020 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
-.162 .190 -.852 .396 -.538 .214 .007 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
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Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA surprisescale WITH 
Threat1 zbdi 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zbdi Threat1*zbdi. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 2.547
a
 3 .849 1.890 .136 .051 
Intercept 100.925 1 100.925 224.676 .000 .679 
Threat1 2.526 1 2.526 5.624 .020 .050 
ZBDI .003 1 .003 .006 .937 .000 
Threat1 * ZBDI .021 1 .021 .047 .830 .000 
Error 
47.616 106 .449    
Total 
295.667 110     
Corrected Total 
50.163 109     
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a. R Squared = .051 (Adjusted R Squared = .024) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.346 .090 14.989 .000 1.168 1.524 .679 
Threat1 .304 .128 2.372 .020 .050 .558 .050 
ZBDI -.007 .088 -.079 .937 -.180 .167 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZBDI 
.028 .129 .216 .830 -.228 .284 .000 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA CESD WITH Threat1 
zTAI_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTAI_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3805.620
a
 3 1268.540 29.332 .000 .454 
Intercept 70584.365 1 70584.365 1632.100 .000 .939 
Threat1 4.380 1 4.380 .101 .751 .001 
ZTIA_sum 1398.397 1 1398.397 32.335 .000 .234 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
65.176 1 65.176 1.507 .222 .014 
Error 4584.243 106 43.248    
Total 145601.000 110     
Corrected Total 8389.864 109     
a. R Squared = .454 (Adjusted R Squared = .438) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 35.505 .879 40.399 .000 33.763 37.247 .939 
Threat1 -.399 1.254 -.318 .751 -2.886 2.088 .001 
ZTIA_sum 5.079 .893 5.686 .000 3.308 6.850 .234 
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Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
1.547 1.260 1.228 .222 -.951 4.045 .014 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaR
TtrimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are 
treated as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sai_sum WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
/save = cooks sresid 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.05 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
Variables Created or 
Modified 
COO_14 Cook's Distance for SAI_sum 
SRE_14 Studentized Residual for SAI_sum 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 6148.051
a
 3 2049.350 79.076 .000 .691 
Intercept 45273.380 1 45273.380 1746.911 .000 .943 
Threat1 111.199 1 111.199 4.291 .041 .039 
ZTIA_sum 1478.087 1 1478.087 57.033 .000 .350 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
410.239 1 410.239 15.829 .000 .130 
Error 2747.122 106 25.916    
Total 104269.000 110     
Corrected Total 8895.173 109     
a. R Squared = .691 (Adjusted R Squared = .682) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 28.435 .680 41.796 .000 27.086 29.784 .943 
Threat1 2.011 .971 2.071 .041 .086 3.936 .039 
ZTIA_sum 5.222 .691 7.552 .000 3.851 6.593 .350 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
3.880 .975 3.979 .000 1.947 5.814 .130 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
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Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA das2sum WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 130.836
a
 3 43.612 3.546 .017 .091 
Intercept 35911.034 1 35911.034 2920.207 .000 .965 
Threat1 2.402 1 2.402 .195 .659 .002 
ZTIA_sum 82.798 1 82.798 6.733 .011 .060 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
2.923 1 2.923 .238 .627 .002 
Error 1303.527 106 12.297    
Total 71188.000 110     
Corrected Total 1434.364 109     
a. R Squared = .091 (Adjusted R Squared = .065) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 25.325 .469 54.039 .000 24.396 26.254 .965 
Threat1 -.296 .669 -.442 .659 -1.622 1.030 .002 
ZTIA_sum -1.236 .476 -2.595 .011 -2.180 -.292 .060 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.328 .672 .488 .627 -1.004 1.660 .002 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA negAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.591a 3 1.530 6.360 .001 .153 
Intercept 87.593 1 87.593 364.077 .000 .775 
Threat1 2.760 1 2.760 11.472 .001 .098 
ZDAS1sum .561 1 .561 2.330 .130 .022 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.194 1 .194 .808 .371 .008 
Error 25.502 106 .241    
Total 247.447 110     
Corrected Total 30.093 109     
a. R Squared = .153 (Adjusted R Squared = .129) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.252 .066 19.081 .000 1.122 1.382 .775 
Threat1 .317 .094 3.387 .001 .132 .503 .098 
ZDAS1sum -.095 .062 -1.527 .130 -.218 .028 .022 
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Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.086 .095 -.899 .371 -.274 .103 .008 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA PosAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
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Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 13.821a 3 4.607 5.755 .001 .140 
Intercept 322.766 1 322.766 403.186 .000 .792 
Threat1 2.263 1 2.263 2.827 .096 .026 
ZDAS1sum 4.454 1 4.454 5.563 .020 .050 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.310 1 .310 .388 .535 .004 
Error 84.857 106 .801    
Total 812.537 110     
Corrected Total 98.678 109     
a. R Squared = .140 (Adjusted R Squared = .116) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.404 .120 20.080 .000 2.166 2.641 .792 
Threat1 .287 .171 1.681 .096 -.051 .626 .026 
ZDAS1sum .267 .113 2.359 .020 .043 .492 .050 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.108 .174 .623 .535 -.236 .452 .004 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
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Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sadscale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 6.313a 3 2.104 3.777 .013 .097 
Intercept 124.242 1 124.242 222.979 .000 .678 
Threat1 .453 1 .453 .812 .370 .008 
ZDAS1sum 1.806 1 1.806 3.241 .075 .030 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.457 1 .457 .820 .367 .008 
Error 59.062 106 .557    
Total 329.960 110     
Corrected Total 65.375 109     
a. R Squared = .097 (Adjusted R Squared = .071) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.491 .100 14.932 .000 1.293 1.689 .678 
Threat1 .128 .143 .901 .370 -.154 .411 .008 
ZDAS1sum -.170 .095 -1.800 .075 -.358 .017 .030 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.131 .145 -.906 .367 -.418 .156 .008 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA guiltScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.720a 3 1.573 5.016 .003 .124 
Intercept 81.544 1 81.544 259.971 .000 .710 
Threat1 1.164 1 1.164 3.710 .057 .034 
ZDAS1sum .894 1 .894 2.850 .094 .026 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.442 1 .442 1.409 .238 .013 
Error 33.249 106 .314    
Total 225.563 110     
Corrected Total 37.969 109     
a. R Squared = .124 (Adjusted R Squared = .100) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.208 .075 16.124 .000 1.060 1.357 .710 
Threat1 .206 .107 1.926 .057 -.006 .418 .034 
ZDAS1sum -.120 .071 -1.688 .094 -.260 .021 .026 
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Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.129 .109 -1.187 .238 -.344 .086 .013 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA fearScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
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Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.214
a 3 1.405 6.028 .001 .146 
Intercept 72.473 1 72.473 310.968 .000 .746 
Threat1 3.495 1 3.495 14.998 .000 .124 
ZDAS1sum .035 1 .035 .151 .698 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.325 1 .325 1.393 .241 .013 
Error 24.704 106 .233    
Total 218.083 110     
Corrected Total 28.918 109     
a. R Squared = .146 (Adjusted R Squared = .122) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.139 .065 17.634 .000 1.011 1.267 .746 
Threat1 .357 .092 3.873 .000 .174 .540 .124 
ZDAS1sum -.024 .061 -.389 .698 -.145 .097 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.110 .094 -1.180 .241 -.296 .075 .013 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
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Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA hostlscale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3.899a 3 1.300 5.932 .001 .144 
Intercept 74.989 1 74.989 342.289 .000 .764 
Threat1 2.164 1 2.164 9.878 .002 .085 
ZDAS1sum .110 1 .110 .502 .480 .005 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.643 1 .643 2.937 .089 .027 
Error 23.223 106 .219 
   
Total 210.861 110 
    
Corrected Total 27.121 109 
    
a. R Squared = .144 (Adjusted R Squared = .120) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.159 .063 18.501 .000 1.034 1.283 .764 
Threat1 .281 .089 3.143 .002 .104 .458 .085 
ZDAS1sum -.042 .059 -.708 .480 -.160 .076 .005 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.156 .091 -1.714 .089 -.336 .024 .027 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA activefear WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.249a 3 1.416 4.918 .003 .122 
Intercept 75.863 1 75.863 263.416 .000 .713 
Threat1 3.227 1 3.227 11.204 .001 .096 
ZDAS1sum .045 1 .045 .155 .695 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.454 1 .454 1.577 .212 .015 
Error 30.528 106 .288    
Total 229.444 110     
Corrected Total 34.777 109     
a. R Squared = .122 (Adjusted R Squared = .097) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.165 .072 16.230 .000 1.023 1.308 .713 
Threat1 .343 .102 3.347 .001 .140 .546 .096 
ZDAS1sum -.027 .068 -.394 .695 -.162 .108 .001 
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Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.131 .104 -1.256 .212 -.337 .076 .015 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activeNrvousTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
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Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 4.137a 3 1.379 3.889 .011 .099 
Intercept 68.386 1 68.386 192.829 .000 .645 
Threat1 3.776 1 3.776 10.647 .001 .091 
ZDAS1sum .014 1 .014 .039 .844 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.190 1 .190 .537 .465 .005 
Error 37.592 106 .355    
Total 223.750 110     
Corrected Total 41.730 109     
a. R Squared = .099 (Adjusted R Squared = .074) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.106 .080 13.886 .000 .948 1.264 .645 
Threat1 .371 .114 3.263 .001 .146 .597 .091 
ZDAS1sum -.015 .075 -.198 .844 -.164 .135 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.085 .115 -.733 .465 -.314 .144 .005 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
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Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activehostile WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 5.218a 3 1.739 4.600 .005 .115 
Intercept 84.396 1 84.396 223.208 .000 .678 
Threat1 2.810 1 2.810 7.432 .007 .066 
ZDAS1sum .222 1 .222 .587 .445 .006 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.766 1 .766 2.026 .158 .019 
Error 40.079 106 .378    
Total 255.333 110     
Corrected Total 45.297 109     
a. R Squared = .115 (Adjusted R Squared = .090) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
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Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.229 .082 14.940 .000 1.066 1.392 .678 
Threat1 .320 .117 2.726 .007 .087 .553 .066 
ZDAS1sum -.060 .078 -.766 .445 -.214 .095 .006 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.170 .119 -1.423 .158 -.406 .067 .019 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA jovialityScaleTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
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Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 15.417a 3 5.139 5.688 .001 .139 
Intercept 298.798 1 298.798 330.712 .000 .757 
Threat1 2.100 1 2.100 2.324 .130 .021 
ZDAS1sum 5.336 1 5.336 5.906 .017 .053 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.302 1 .302 .334 .565 .003 
Error 95.771 106 .903    
Total 772.163 110     
Corrected Total 111.188 109     
a. R Squared = .139 (Adjusted R Squared = .114) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.313 .127 18.185 .000 2.061 2.565 .757 
Threat1 .277 .182 1.525 .130 -.083 .637 .021 
ZDAS1sum .293 .120 2.430 .017 .054 .531 .053 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.107 .184 .578 .565 -.259 .472 .003 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
 
 
111 
 
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA selfassrscale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 13.692a 3 4.564 4.885 .003 .121 
Intercept 248.148 1 248.148 265.591 .000 .715 
Threat1 3.563 1 3.563 3.813 .053 .035 
ZDAS1sum 3.576 1 3.576 3.827 .053 .035 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.364 1 .364 .390 .534 .004 
Error 99.038 106 .934    
Total 688.361 110     
Corrected Total 112.731 109     
a. R Squared = .121 (Adjusted R Squared = .097) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial 
Eta 
Squared 
Lower Bound Upper Bound 
Intercept 2.108 .129 16.297 .000 1.851 2.364 .715 
Threat1 .361 .185 1.953 .053 -.006 .727 .035 
ZDAS1sum .240 .122 1.956 .053 -.003 .482 .035 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.117 .187 .624 .534 -.255 .489 .004 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA attntvscale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 10.016a 3 3.339 3.765 .013 .096 
Intercept 469.966 1 469.966 529.921 .000 .833 
Threat1 .137 1 .137 .154 .695 .001 
ZDAS1sum 3.390 1 3.390 3.823 .053 .035 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.495 1 .495 .558 .457 .005 
Error 94.007 106 .887    
Total 1053.938 110     
Corrected Total 104.023 109     
a. R Squared = .096 (Adjusted R Squared = .071) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.900 .126 23.020 .000 2.651 3.150 .833 
Threat1 .071 .180 .393 .695 -.286 .427 .001 
ZDAS1sum .233 .119 1.955 .053 -.003 .470 .035 
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Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.136 .183 .747 .457 -.226 .499 .005 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA shyscale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
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Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3.571
a 3 1.190 2.633 .054 .069 
Intercept 119.801 1 119.801 265.001 .000 .714 
Threat1 1.696 1 1.696 3.752 .055 .034 
ZDAS1sum .489 1 .489 1.081 .301 .010 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
1.870 1 1.870 4.137 .044 .038 
Error 47.920 106 .452    
Total 325.938 110     
Corrected Total 51.491 109     
a. R Squared = .069 (Adjusted R Squared = .043) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.464 .090 16.279 .000 1.286 1.643 .714 
Threat1 .249 .128 1.937 .055 -.006 .503 .034 
ZDAS1sum .089 .085 1.040 .301 -.080 .257 .010 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.265 .130 -2.034 .044 -.524 -.007 .038 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
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Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA fatiguescale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3.389
a 3 1.130 1.284 .284 .035 
Intercept 385.958 1 385.958 438.666 .000 .805 
Threat1 .011 1 .011 .013 .911 .000 
ZDAS1sum .725 1 .725 .824 .366 .008 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.462 1 .462 .525 .470 .005 
Error 93.264 106 .880    
Total 860.319 110     
Corrected Total 96.653 109     
a. R Squared = .035 (Adjusted R Squared = .008) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Parameter B Std. t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
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Error Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Squared 
Intercept 2.628 .125 20.944 .000 2.380 2.877 .805 
Threat1 .020 .179 .113 .911 -.335 .375 .000 
ZDAS1sum -.108 .119 -.908 .366 -.343 .128 .008 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.132 .182 -.725 .470 -.492 .229 .005 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sereneScale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 9.857a 3 3.286 3.433 .020 .089 
Intercept 603.884 1 603.884 631.001 .000 .856 
Threat1 .727 1 .727 .760 .385 .007 
ZDAS1sum 4.583 1 4.583 4.789 .031 .043 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.068 1 .068 .071 .791 .001 
Error 101.445 106 .957    
Total 1244.111 110     
Corrected Total 111.302 109     
a. R Squared = .089 (Adjusted R Squared = .063) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 3.288 .131 25.120 .000 3.028 3.547 .856 
Threat1 -.163 .187 -.872 .385 -.533 .208 .007 
ZDAS1sum .271 .124 2.188 .031 .026 .517 .043 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.050 .190 .266 .791 -.326 .427 .001 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
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Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA surprisescale WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3.907a 3 1.302 2.985 .035 .078 
Intercept 102.064 1 102.064 233.893 .000 .688 
Threat1 2.329 1 2.329 5.336 .023 .048 
ZDAS1sum .965 1 .965 2.212 .140 .020 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.023 1 .023 .052 .819 .000 
Error 46.256 106 .436    
Total 295.667 110     
Corrected Total 50.163 109     
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a. R Squared = .078 (Adjusted R Squared = .052) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.352 .088 15.294 .000 1.176 1.527 .688 
Threat1 .291 .126 2.310 .023 .041 .542 .048 
ZDAS1sum .124 .084 1.487 .140 -.041 .290 .020 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
-.029 .128 -.229 .819 -.283 .225 .000 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:07 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA CESD WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
/save = cooks sresid 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.03 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.03 
Variables Created or Modified 
COO_15 Cook's Distance for CESD 
SRE_15 Studentized Residual for CESD 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 738.411a 3 246.137 3.410 .020 .088 
Intercept 69529.967 1 69529.967 963.239 .000 .901 
Threat1 .023 1 .023 .000 .986 .000 
ZDAS1sum 669.513 1 669.513 9.275 .003 .080 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
114.537 1 114.537 1.587 .211 .015 
Error 7651.452 106 72.184    
Total 145601.000 110     
Corrected Total 8389.864 109     
a. R Squared = .088 (Adjusted R Squared = .062) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   CESD   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
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Intercept 35.278 1.137 31.036 .000 33.025 37.532 .901 
Threat1 -.029 1.623 -.018 .986 -3.246 3.188 .000 
ZDAS1sum -3.278 1.076 -3.046 .003 -5.411 -1.144 .080 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
2.075 1.648 1.260 .211 -1.191 5.342 .015 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sai_sum WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
/save = cooks sresid 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.05 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.03 
Variables Created or Modified 
COO_16 Cook's Distance for SAI_sum 
SRE_16 Studentized Residual for SAI_sum 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Source Type III 
Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean 
Square 
F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 683.195
a 3 227.732 2.940 .037 .077 
Intercept 44609.355 1 44609.355 575.816 .000 .845 
Threat1 159.956 1 159.956 2.065 .154 .019 
ZDAS1sum 326.774 1 326.774 4.218 .042 .038 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.186 1 .186 .002 .961 .000 
Error 8211.978 106 77.471    
Total 104269.000 110     
Corrected Total 8895.173 109     
a. R Squared = .077 (Adjusted R Squared = .051) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   SAI_sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 28.257 1.178 23.996 .000 25.923 30.592 .845 
Threat1 2.416 1.681 1.437 .154 -.917 5.749 .019 
ZDAS1sum -2.290 1.115 -2.054 .042 -4.500 -.079 .038 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.084 1.707 .049 .961 -3.300 3.468 .000 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
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Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA das2sum WITH Threat1 
zdas1sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zdas1sum 
Threat1*zdas1sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.03 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 754.137
a
 3 251.379 39.172 .000 .526 
Intercept 36239.598 1 36239.598 5647.229 .000 .982 
Threat1 9.786 1 9.786 1.525 .220 .014 
ZDAS1sum 397.618 1 397.618 61.961 .000 .369 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
1.478 1 1.478 .230 .632 .002 
Error 680.227 106 6.417    
Total 71188.000 110     
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Corrected Total 1434.364 109     
a. R Squared = .526 (Adjusted R Squared = .512) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   DAS2sum   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 25.469 .339 75.148 .000 24.797 26.141 .982 
Threat1 -.597 .484 -1.235 .220 -1.557 .362 .014 
ZDAS1sum 2.526 .321 7.872 .000 1.890 3.162 .369 
Threat1 * 
ZDAS1sum 
.236 .491 .480 .632 -.738 1.210 .002 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA negAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 12.041
a
 3 4.014 23.568 .000 .400 
Intercept 88.672 1 88.672 520.674 .000 .831 
Threat1 2.419 1 2.419 14.204 .000 .118 
ZTIA_sum .818 1 .818 4.803 .031 .043 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 2.071 1 2.071 12.159 .001 .103 
Error 18.052 106 .170    
Total 247.447 110     
Corrected Total 30.093 109     
a. R Squared = .400 (Adjusted R Squared = .383) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   negAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.258 .055 22.818 .000 1.149 1.368 .831 
Threat1 .297 .079 3.769 .000 .141 .453 .118 
ZTIA_sum .123 .056 2.192 .031 .012 .234 .043 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.276 .079 3.487 .001 .119 .432 .103 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA PosAffectTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 7.499
a
 3 2.500 2.906 .038 .076 
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Intercept 319.222 1 319.222 371.112 .000 .778 
Threat1 2.919 1 2.919 3.393 .068 .031 
ZTIA_sum 1.913 1 1.913 2.224 .139 .021 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum .036 1 .036 .042 .839 .000 
Error 91.179 106 .860    
Total 812.537 110     
Corrected Total 98.678 109     
a. R Squared = .076 (Adjusted R Squared = .050) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   posAffectTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence 
Interval 
Partial Eta 
Squared 
Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.388 .124 19.264 .000 2.142 2.633 .778 
Threat1 .326 .177 1.842 .068 -.025 .677 .031 
ZTIA_sum -.188 .126 -1.491 .139 -.438 .062 .021 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
-.036 .178 -.204 .839 -.389 .316 .000 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
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Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA sadscale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 28.448
a
 3 9.483 27.220 .000 .435 
Intercept 126.641 1 126.641 363.524 .000 .774 
Threat1 .234 1 .234 .671 .415 .006 
ZTIA_sum 6.230 1 6.230 17.883 .000 .144 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
2.348 1 2.348 6.739 .011 .060 
Error 36.927 106 .348    
Total 329.960 110     
Corrected Total 65.375 109     
a. R Squared = .435 (Adjusted R Squared = .419) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sadScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.504 .079 19.066 .000 1.348 1.660 .774 
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Threat1 .092 .113 .819 .415 -.131 .315 .006 
ZTIA_sum .339 .080 4.229 .000 .180 .498 .144 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.294 .113 2.596 .011 .069 .518 .060 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA guiltScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
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Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 16.013
a
 3 5.338 25.771 .000 .422 
Intercept 82.899 1 82.899 400.234 .000 .791 
Threat1 .875 1 .875 4.225 .042 .038 
ZTIA_sum 2.523 1 2.523 12.182 .001 .103 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 1.878 1 1.878 9.066 .003 .079 
Error 21.955 106 .207    
Total 225.563 110     
Corrected Total 37.969 109     
a. R Squared = .422 (Adjusted R Squared = .405) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   guiltScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.217 .061 20.006 .000 1.096 1.337 .791 
Threat1 .178 .087 2.055 .042 .006 .351 .038 
ZTIA_sum .216 .062 3.490 .001 .093 .338 .103 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.263 .087 3.011 .003 .090 .435 .079 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
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Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA fearScaleTrimmed WITH 
Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 10.801
a
 3 3.600 21.066 .000 .374 
Intercept 72.807 1 72.807 425.988 .000 .801 
Threat1 3.256 1 3.256 19.050 .000 .152 
ZTIA_sum .007 1 .007 .040 .841 .000 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 3.483 1 3.483 20.376 .000 .161 
Error 18.117 106 .171    
Total 218.083 110     
Corrected Total 28.918 109     
a. R Squared = .374 (Adjusted R Squared = .356) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fearscaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
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Error Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Squared 
Intercept 1.140 .055 20.639 .000 1.031 1.250 .801 
Threat1 .344 .079 4.365 .000 .188 .501 .152 
ZTIA_sum .011 .056 .201 .841 -.100 .123 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.358 .079 4.514 .000 .200 .515 .161 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA hostlscale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.03 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 9.410
a
 3 3.137 18.773 .000 .347 
Intercept 75.511 1 75.511 451.926 .000 .810 
Threat1 1.906 1 1.906 11.409 .001 .097 
ZTIA_sum .135 1 .135 .809 .371 .008 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 2.704 1 2.704 16.181 .000 .132 
Error 17.711 106 .167    
Total 210.861 110     
Corrected Total 27.121 109     
a. R Squared = .347 (Adjusted R Squared = .328) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   hostlScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.161 .055 21.259 .000 1.053 1.270 .810 
Threat1 .263 .078 3.378 .001 .109 .418 .097 
ZTIA_sum .050 .056 .899 .371 -.060 .160 .008 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.315 .078 4.023 .000 .160 .470 .132 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
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Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activefear WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 12.389
a
 3 4.130 19.554 .000 .356 
Intercept 76.250 1 76.250 361.029 .000 .773 
Threat1 2.959 1 2.959 14.011 .000 .117 
ZTIA_sum .035 1 .035 .168 .683 .002 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
4.068 1 4.068 19.263 .000 .154 
Error 22.387 106 .211    
Total 229.444 110     
Corrected Total 34.777 109     
a. R Squared = .356 (Adjusted R Squared = .338) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeFEAR   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.167 .061 19.001 .000 1.045 1.289 .773 
Threat1 .328 .088 3.743 .000 .154 .502 .117 
ZTIA_sum .026 .062 .410 .683 -.098 .149 .002 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.386 .088 4.389 .000 .212 .561 .154 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA activeNrvousTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.746
a
 3 2.915 9.369 .000 .210 
Intercept 68.607 1 68.607 220.485 .000 .675 
Threat1 3.595 1 3.595 11.554 .001 .098 
ZTIA_sum .019 1 .019 .060 .808 .001 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 2.834 1 2.834 9.107 .003 .079 
Error 32.983 106 .311    
Total 223.750 110     
Corrected Total 41.730 109     
a. R Squared = .210 (Adjusted R Squared = .187) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeNrvousTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.107 .075 14.849 .000 .959 1.255 .675 
Threat1 .362 .106 3.399 .001 .151 .573 .098 
ZTIA_sum -.018 .076 -.244 .808 -.169 .132 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.323 .107 3.018 .003 .111 .534 .079 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA activehostile WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.02 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 13.296
a
 3 4.432 14.680 .000 .294 
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Intercept 85.096 1 85.096 281.869 .000 .727 
Threat1 2.457 1 2.457 8.139 .005 .071 
ZTIA_sum .173 1 .173 .572 .451 .005 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 3.991 1 3.991 13.220 .000 .111 
Error 32.001 106 .302    
Total 255.333 110     
Corrected Total 45.297 109     
a. R Squared = .294 (Adjusted R Squared = .274) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   activeHostile   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.233 .073 16.789 .000 1.087 1.378 .727 
Threat1 .299 .105 2.853 .005 .091 .507 .071 
ZTIA_sum .056 .075 .756 .451 -.092 .204 .005 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.383 .105 3.636 .000 .174 .591 .111 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
 
 
140 
 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA jovialityScaleTrimmed 
WITH Threat1 zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.03 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 12.518
a
 3 4.173 4.483 .005 .113 
Intercept 294.697 1 294.697 316.590 .000 .749 
Threat1 2.817 1 2.817 3.026 .085 .028 
ZTIA_sum 4.870 1 4.870 5.231 .024 .047 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 2.528E-005 1 2.528E-005 .000 .996 .000 
Error 98.670 106 .931    
Total 772.163 110     
Corrected Total 111.188 109     
a. R Squared = .113 (Adjusted R Squared = .087) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   jovialityScaleTrimmed   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.294 .129 17.793 .000 2.039 2.550 .749 
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Threat1 .320 .184 1.739 .085 -.045 .685 .028 
ZTIA_sum -.300 .131 -2.287 .024 -.560 -.040 .047 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
-.001 .185 -.005 .996 -.367 .365 .000 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA selfassrscale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
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Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.504
a
 3 2.835 2.883 .039 .075 
Intercept 245.271 1 245.271 249.443 .000 .702 
Threat1 4.320 1 4.320 4.394 .038 .040 
ZTIA_sum 2.131 1 2.131 2.167 .144 .020 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 1.363E-007 1 1.363E-007 .000 1.000 .000 
Error 104.227 106 .983    
Total 688.361 110     
Corrected Total 112.731 109     
a. R Squared = .075 (Adjusted R Squared = .049) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   selfassrScale   
Parameter B Std. Error t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower Bound Upper Bound 
Intercept 2.093 .133 15.794 .000 1.830 2.356 .702 
Threat1 .396 .189 2.096 .038 .021 .771 .040 
ZTIA_sum -.198 .135 -1.472 .144 -.465 .069 .020 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
7.073E-005 .190 .000 1.000 -.377 .377 .000 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
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Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA attntvscale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.02 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 3.822
a
 3 1.274 1.348 .263 .037 
Intercept 466.447 1 466.447 493.442 .000 .823 
Threat1 .312 1 .312 .330 .567 .003 
ZTIA_sum 1.835 1 1.835 1.941 .166 .018 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum .002 1 .002 .002 .966 .000 
Error 100.201 106 .945    
Total 1053.938 110     
Corrected Total 104.023 109     
a. R Squared = .037 (Adjusted R Squared = .009) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   attntvScale   
 
 
144 
 
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.886 .130 22.214 .000 2.629 3.144 .823 
Threat1 .107 .185 .575 .567 -.261 .474 .003 
ZTIA_sum -.184 .132 -1.393 .166 -.446 .078 .018 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.008 .186 .042 .966 -.361 .377 .000 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA shyscale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
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Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 10.176
a
 3 3.392 8.702 .000 .198 
Intercept 119.285 1 119.285 306.039 .000 .743 
Threat1 1.575 1 1.575 4.042 .047 .037 
ZTIA_sum .024 1 .024 .061 .806 .001 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum 4.696 1 4.696 12.048 .001 .102 
Error 41.316 106 .390    
Total 325.938 110     
Corrected Total 51.491 109     
a. R Squared = .198 (Adjusted R Squared = .175) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   shyScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.460 .083 17.494 .000 1.294 1.625 .743 
Threat1 .239 .119 2.010 .047 .003 .475 .037 
ZTIA_sum -.021 .085 -.246 .806 -.189 .147 .001 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.415 .120 3.471 .001 .178 .652 .102 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
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Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA fatiguescale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 8.753
a
 3 2.918 3.518 .018 .091 
Intercept 389.097 1 389.097 469.219 .000 .816 
Threat1 .001 1 .001 .001 .979 .000 
ZTIA_sum 1.951 1 1.951 2.353 .128 .022 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum .720 1 .720 .869 .353 .008 
Error 87.900 106 .829    
Total 860.319 110     
Corrected Total 96.653 109     
a. R Squared = .091 (Adjusted R Squared = .065) 
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Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   fatigueScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 2.636 .122 21.661 .000 2.395 2.877 .816 
Threat1 -.005 .174 -.026 .979 -.349 .340 .000 
ZTIA_sum .190 .124 1.534 .128 -.055 .435 .022 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.163 .174 .932 .353 -.183 .508 .008 
 
 
 
Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
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Syntax 
UNIANOVA sereneScale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Source Type III Sum 
of Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 7.702
a
 3 2.567 2.627 .054 .069 
Intercept 599.078 1 599.078 612.959 .000 .853 
Threat1 .435 1 .435 .445 .506 .004 
ZTIA_sum 3.264 1 3.264 3.340 .070 .031 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.015 1 .015 .015 .902 .000 
Error 103.600 106 .977    
Total 1244.111 110     
Corrected Total 111.302 109     
a. R Squared = .069 (Adjusted R Squared = .043) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   sereneScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 3.271 .132 24.758 .000 3.009 3.533 .853 
Threat1 -.126 .189 -.667 .506 -.500 .248 .004 
ZTIA_sum -.245 .134 -1.828 .070 -.512 .021 .031 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
-.023 .189 -.124 .902 -.399 .352 .000 
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Univariate Analysis of Variance 
 
 
Notes 
Output Created 18-OCT-2013 11:38:08 
Comments  
Input 
Data 
C:\Aaron\HelpingStudents\GradStudent
s\DanaThesis\DanaThesisData\DanaRT
trimmedSPSSdata.sav 
Active Dataset DataSet1 
Filter AffirmPos0Neg1 = 0 (FILTER) 
Weight <none> 
Split File <none> 
N of Rows in Working Data 
File 
110 
Missing Value Handling 
Definition of Missing 
User-defined missing values are treated 
as missing. 
Cases Used 
Statistics are based on all cases with 
valid data for all variables in the model. 
Syntax 
UNIANOVA surprisescale WITH Threat1 
zTIA_sum 
  /METHOD=SSTYPE(3) 
  /INTERCEPT=INCLUDE 
  /PRINT=ETASQ PARAMETER 
  /CRITERIA=ALPHA(.05) 
  /DESIGN=Threat1 zTIA_sum 
Threat1*zTIA_sum. 
Resources 
Processor Time 00:00:00.00 
Elapsed Time 00:00:00.01 
 
 
Tests of Between-Subjects Effects 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Source Type III Sum of 
Squares 
df Mean Square F Sig. Partial Eta 
Squared 
Corrected Model 2.625
a
 3 .875 1.951 .126 .052 
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Intercept 101.339 1 101.339 225.967 .000 .681 
Threat1 2.512 1 2.512 5.602 .020 .050 
ZTIA_sum .003 1 .003 .006 .940 .000 
Threat1 * ZTIA_sum .035 1 .035 .078 .781 .001 
Error 47.538 106 .448    
Total 295.667 110     
Corrected Total 50.163 109     
a. R Squared = .052 (Adjusted R Squared = .026) 
 
 
Parameter Estimates 
Dependent Variable:   surpriseScale   
Parameter B Std. 
Error 
t Sig. 95% Confidence Interval Partial Eta 
Squared Lower 
Bound 
Upper 
Bound 
Intercept 1.345 .089 15.032 .000 1.168 1.523 .681 
Threat1 .302 .128 2.367 .020 .049 .556 .050 
ZTIA_sum .007 .091 .076 .940 -.173 .187 .000 
Threat1 * 
ZTIA_sum 
.036 .128 .279 .781 -.219 .290 .001 
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